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| Superlapfuria SC H E ME 


Impartially try'd by the 


SCRIPTURE, 


M2 þ b- T is beyond all Diſpute, that — 
Doctrines of the Chriſtian Reli- 
gion are truly ſupported by the 
Holy Scripture, as it is the only 
certain Rule we have to know 
the Mind and Will of the infal- 
lible Founder of it; conſequently, 
all Opinions and Maxims, that correſpond not 
with this divine Rule, we ſhould, either entirely re- 
ject, or at leaſt refuſe to admit as Articles of our 
Faith : the Opinions of Men being fo exceeding 
precarious, that they often ſtand diametrically op- 
poſite to the Will of God. Therefore if we leave 
the written Word, which the all-wiſe Rector of 
the Church hath given us, to lead our Minds 
into the Knowledge of his Will, no wonder if we 
tumble upon the dark Mountains of Error and Ig- 
norance, by purſuing the chimerical Fancies of 
our own weak Apprehenſions, which are as de- 
ein as an Enis Fatuus. It therefore concerns 
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2 The Superlapſarian 8 HEN 
all Chriſtians ſincerely and ſtrictly to adhere unto 


that divine Rule which God hath given us; and 
not ſuffer ourſelves to run after the Opinions of 
Men, let their ſuppoſed fine Schemes appear never 
fo amiable, by their ſeeming Agreeableneſs to our 
firſt received Principles, or preſent admired No- 


tions: For unleſs we leave all ſuppoſed Lights, 


to follow the ſure Light of God's Word, it will be 
little leſs than a Miracle, if we are not carried 


away with Shadows and empty Sounds; and pleaſe | 
_ burfelves with mere airy Speculations, while at 


the ſame time we vainly imagine, that theſe are 
agreeable to the Mind of the omniſcient Being, 
and ftoutly maintain them as ſuch, when they are 


nothing better than the Produt of weak and de- 


ceitful Fancies, contrived by fallible Men. 

Wu the infinitely wiſe Jehovah has revealed 
in his Word of infallible Truth, is our Duty to 
fearch into, ſince it was given for our Inſtruction 


and Improvement: But even herein we ought to ; 
attend with the utmoſt Care, leſt we ſhould ſuffer 


our own Opinions to biaſs our Minds in the En- 
quiry, ſo as to oblige the ſacred Records to ſtoop 
to our Judgments, rather than ſubmit ourſelves to 
be entirely guided by the Scripture of Truth, 
This I'm perſuaded is the Reaſon of fo many 
Errors among Chriſtians ; their miſapplying the 


«written Word, rather than part with their admired 


Schemes of Divinity, which have nothing but the 
Contrivance and Inventions of Men to ſup 

them. It is too true, that Men of the greateſt 
Abilities, and ſeeming Penetration, have groſly 
wreſted the Scriptures, and have loſt themſelves 
and their Adherents, by a too curions Enquiry 
into deep and unrevealed Myſteries: Why then 


will Men pleaſe themſelves in exerciſing their Ta- 


lents about Things too high for them ? It cannot 
become us to be poſitive, where the Scripture” is 
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Impartially tried by the Scripture. 3 
ſilent. So far as we follow the revealed Will of 
Heaven, we are ſecure; but to launch out into un- 
revealed Deeps, is not commendable, and unſafe; 
Pſalm cxxxi. 1. For what Reaſon then ſhould we 
ſuffer our curious Minds to be uneaſy, unleſs we 
can reach into Secrets, which God, who 1s infinite 
in Wiſdom, has thought meet to conceal from us? 


4 and has been pleaſed to inform us, that ſecret 
Things do not belong to us, but to him alone. 


'Therefore if we curiauſly pry into, and eagerly 
thirſt after, unrevealed Things, no wonder if we 
put Darkneſs for Light, and call the vain Imagi- 
nations of our fooliſh Minds, the great and eternal 
Truths of God; as it is to be feared many do, in 
this Day of abounding Errors. | 

Bur as it is my Buſineſs to try (according to the 
Title of my Treatiſe) the Doctrines of the Super- 


1 . pay by the Holy Scripture, which we pro- 
| fels 


sa ſincere Veneration for, as the only certain 
Rule to apply to, for Deciſion in all Controver- 
ſies, where Doctrines of Religion are debated; I 
ſhall therefore begin with the Foundation Principle 
of theſe Chriſtian Profeſſors, which is their re- 
ceived Opinion of God's chuſing his People with- 
out conſidering them as fallen Creatures. 

Now ſince this Way of ftating Election has run 


them into many falſe Opinions, and great Abſur- 
dities, as I purpoſe to ſhew hereafter ; ſo likewiſe 
this their Foundation Doctrine is, 1. Deſtitute of 


any Scripture Support. 2. It is repugnant to their 
own Opinion of God's eternal Fore-knowledge, 
according to which he made his eternal Choice, 
3. It tends to leflen the infinite Grace of God in 


his eternal Act of Election. 4. This Way of 


ſtating Election does (in my Opinion) ſtrike ſe- 
verely againft the Juſtice of the Almighty, in his 
paſſing by the reſt of Mankind, not included in 


this Decree. 
| B 2 Bur 


4 The Superlapfarian 8 HEN 

Bur firſt I am to ſhew, that this their Founda- 
$ tion Doctrine is deſtitute of Support from the 
| Scripture. And indeed I have often wonder'd 
| what Parts of ſacred Writ can be produced to 
{ſupport the exceeding high Edifice, which theſe © 
Nivines have been long building; and yet I am 


| confident, that they ought to have a better Baſis, 
j to fix ſo lofty a Pile upon, than 1 could ever yet 
Y come to the Knowledge of. I have therefore been 
) 


ſcarching, and trying, as well as I could, to know 
the Language of the Divine Word concerning 
Election: For it is only upon this Foundation, 
that Idare preſume to build any religions Doftrines 
or Maxims, (as conſidering what the Apoſtle Pau} 
| ſaith, concerning ſuch that will venture to bring in 
another Goſpel) leſt I ſhould attempt any thing 
that might alter the Texture of the Goſpel o 
Chriſt Jeſus. 8 | IF 
I $HALL therefore mention, and in few 
Words comment upon thoſe Scriptures, which 1 
judge are only neceſlary to be conſidered in this 
Diſpute; and deſire my Reader to lay aſide all 
Prejudice, that he may impartially try, if thoſe 
'Texts do not evidently diſcover, that the eternal 
God in his Election, or Choice of his People, did 
| iook upon, or conſider them therein as fallen 
| Creatures. | 
| TI $H ALL begin with that Text in 1 Pet. i. 2. 
Elect according to the Fore-knowledge of God the 
Father, through Sanctification of the Spirit unto | 
| * Poedience, &. This Text I judge makes it evi- 
dent to all impartial Readers, that the People - 
whom God fore-knew, were look'd upon in his 
eternal Choice of them as fallen Creatures, ſince 
they were elected to Sanctification and Obedience; 
| becauſe the Impurity of Man's Nature, and his 
| Diſobedience, are the diſmal Effects of the Fall: 
and unleſs they were beheld in this depraved 
8 | $1 | Eſtate, 
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Impartially tried by the Scripture. 5 
Eſtate, I cannot ſee how they could be eſteemed 


either as unclean or diſobedient. 
0j. Bur probably the Men of this Scheme 
will readily reply to this, That as they do not be- 
lieve the elect People of God were conſidered as 
fallen Creatures in their being fore-ordain'd to 
Siaanctification and Obedience; ſo what I have 
here wrote, they cannot but eſteem a begging of 
IJ che Queſtion i e 
IN Anſwer to which, I ſhall deſire them ſeriouſly 
to conſider, how exceeding inconſiſtent their Opi- 
nion is to the Text; for what can be more ab- 
ſurd, than to ſuppoſe, that a Being of infinite 
$ Fore-knowledge, who declares the End from the 
Beginning, ſhould, according to that Fore-know- 
# ledge, cle& his People to the Cure, and yet not 
look upon them under the Diſeaſe ? And I am 
greatly miſtaken, if the Superlapſarians do not 
make ule of the following Maxim as their ſettled 
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and obedient Beings, but to the End we might be 
ſuch. How ſurpriſing is it then to hear, and read 
their contrary Opinions, viz. That the People of 
God's Choice were conſidered as a pure Maſs, in 
the eternal Decree of Election? For what can 
render Men more inconſiſtent with themſelves, 
than to affirm, that we were not the Almighty's 
Choice, becauſe we were holy? but that he did 
chuſe us to be made holy, and ordained the 
> Mx Means to effect the End; and yet in that Choice 
g beheld us free from all Defilements and Deformity. 
This is ſo flagrant a Contradiction, that I know 
3 not who can reconcile it. 
Is RAI I next conſider what the Apoſtle Paul 
. writes to the Saints at Epheſus, Ch. i. 3, 4. Bleſſed 
; be the God and Father E our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
bo hath bleſſed us with all ſpiritual Bleſſings in 
| & #eavenly Places (or Things ) is Chriſt ; Accord. 
CID 5 mg 
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Opinion, viz. That we were not elected as holy, 


6 The Superlapſarian SCHEME | 
ig 4s be hath choſen us in him, before the Four: 
dation of the World, that we 50 be Hol y, and 3 
without Blame, before him in Love. We are in- 
formed by this Seripture, that the great End 
which the Almighty and All-wiſe God had in 
ebufing the People whom he fore-knew, was, that M 
they might be holy, and without Blame, before 
him; which ſuppoſes that they were viewed in 
their impure and culpable State, when the eternal! 
Choice was made, and therefore under the Fall. 
Bu r fince the Superlapſarians do ſuppoſe, that 
this Text includes their Opinion, becauſe it fpeaks 
of being choſen in Chriſt before the Foundation of 
the World; what if I ſhould read the Text in 
the following Method, as takjng it to be the real 
- Meaning of it, 23. Bleſſed be the God and Father 
ef our Lord Feſus Chrift, who hath bleſſed us with 
all ſpiritual. Bleſfings in heavenly Things in Chriſt + | 
According as he bath choſen us to the Enjoyment * 
of them in him, before the Foundation of the 
World, in order to effect our Santtification, that 
we might ſtand before him in Love, or in the bleſſed | 
 Effefts of his eternal Love to us, in decreeing to us, | 
thoſe ſpecial aud ſpiritual Bleſſings, to meeten us 
for au eternal Enjoyment of himſelf in Glory. Which 
Bleſſings were fecured to his choſen People, as 
| having fore-ordained them to be his Children in 
| Time to come, as. in the 5th Verſe, Having pre- 
il  deftinated us unto the Adoption of Children ly 
1 Jeſus. Chriſt to himſelf, according to the good Plea- 
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it fure of his Will. It what I have ſaid above, is 

i entirely rejected, yet I preſume this Verſe will 7 
it give us a juſt Light into our being choſen in 
| Chriſt, which is here ſaid to be by Chriſt; and as 

| all Scripture agrees hereto, I am perſuaded, if the 


Men in this Scheme will but ſeriouſly conſider 
| what this Text informs us, they will find enough 
in it to. anſwer all the Arguments which they can 

poſſibly 
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Impartially tried by the Scripture: % 
poſſibly raiſe to ſupport their Notion of the fore- 
going Verſe. — 
I covLD offer various Arguments here to 
ſhew, that there is no ſuch eternal Union as they 
are pleaſed to talk and write of; but as I have 
conſider'd this under that Head which treats of 


their eternal Union, I ſhall refer the Reader to it. 
And ſo I ſhall proceed to what this ſame Apoſtle 
vrites to the believing Romans in Chap. viii. Verſe 


29. For whom he din fore-know, he did alſo pre- 
deftinate to be conformed to the Image of his S 


and not as conformed thereto. This Text does 


maoſt evidently 
3 God fore-knew were looked upon as fallen Crea- 
tures, and therefore in the common Lump or Maſs 
of Mankind, with the ſad Effects of their depraved 


Effects in their Cauſes, Sc. 


inform us, that the People whoth 


State within them; yea, with the ſame Stub - 
borneſs, and Rebellion in their Wills, and Un- 
conformity to the holy and bleſſed Image of 
Chriſt; and therefore not Objects of Complacency, 
but of the compaſſionate and benevolent Love of a 
mereiful and gtacious God. And I do not know 
any Text, when juſtly conſidered, that can pro- 
duce any thing in Favour of their exceeding fond 
Opinion, of God's chuſing his People, without 
conſidering them under the Fall. I am perſuaded 
that they will not produce that Text in 7/a. xlviii. 


10. to confirm their Doctrine; I have choſen thee 


in the Furnace of Afliftion. 

2. THIS Doctrine of theirs is repugnant to 
their own Opinion of God's eternal Fore-know- 
ledge, according to which he was pleaſed to make 
his Choice. | 
Fox the Superlapſarians do acknowledge, that 
the omniſcient Fehovah did at one View ſee, and 


perfectly behold whatſoever would come to pals, 


throughout all Ages of Time; or, that he ſaw all 
Now- do -but juſtly, 
weigh 
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$ The Superlapſarian SE HEN 

weigh this Confeſſion, and you will eaſily perꝰ 
ceive, that they muſt conſider the eternal Father 
in his Fore-knowledge, as viewing all the differing 
Scenes that the choſen Objects would paſs — 
or under. And 1 muſt confeſs, that unleſs we 
conſider the infinite Preſcience, thus looking 
through, and comprehending all Creatures and 
Things in their different States and Circum- 
ſtances, both they and I are but very poorly 
grounded in the Opinion of God's Fore-know- 
ledge: And if we ſhould treat the infinite Know- 
ledge of the Almighty as deficient herein, it would 
tend vilely to depreciate this glorious Perfection of 
his. This infinite Preſcience then viewed all Man- 
kind in their lapſed and loſt Eſtate; and to ſup- 
ſe that God's People were choſen, without a 
Regard hereto, is to ſuppoſe them to be choſen 
without this View, and therefore muſt confront 

both Scripture and their own Opinion. 

3. TAIS Doctrine of God's chuſing his Peo- 
ple, without conſidering them as fallen Creatures, 
does tend to leſſen the infinite Grace and Mercy 


of God in their Election. 
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AND that, becauſe the worſe the State in 
which the choſen Objects were confidered when 
the Choice was made, the more the Grace that 
faves them is magnified, and the. greater Honour 
will redound to the gracious Deliverer. And this 
appears to be the Meaning of the Apoſtle Paul, 
in Rom. ix. 23. whiere he calls the Ele&, Veſſels of 
Mercy, which looks upon them under the Fall; 
for Mercy ſuppoſes Miſery. And is it not a 
greater Manifeſtation of Grace and Mercy, to 
chuſe a poor, worthleſs, loſt, helpleſs and miſcrable 
Creature to Glory and Salvation, than one that 
was not viewed in this wretched and miſerable 
Eſtate ? The more worthleſs the Object, and the 
more miſerable the Caſe we were in, the greater 

wi 


Impartially tried by the Scripture. 9 
re vill the Mercy and Grace appear that appointed 
er and effected our Recovery out of it. 
g 4. IAIS Way of their ſtating Election, does 
5 in my Opinion ſtrike ſeverely againſt the Juſtice 
of God, in paſſing by the reſt of Mankind, not 
included in this Decree; for hereby they are re- 
jected as Creatures only, and not as ſinful Crea- 
tures : Then certainly this Way of reaſoning 
fixes the Damnation of poor Souls upon God's Act 
of Preterition, if they are rejected as Creatures 
only, and not as Sinners. Herein I preſume they 
= muſt repreſent the Almighty as uſing abſolute So- 
vereignty, without any Regard to Juſtice, at the 
Thoughts of which I am ready to tremble ; for I 
never could yet look upon any of the Almighty's 
Acts of Sovereignty, without regarding him in all 
his Proceedings therein, as in a Way of ſovereign 
Grace and Mercy, or ſovereign Juſtice ; For ſhall 
not the Judge of all the Earth do right © Gen. xviii. 
Ou 25. But as this is a Theme which I was always 
5 cautious of medling with, leſt I ſhould darken 
cy AF Counſel for Want of Knowledge, I ſhall therefore 
forbear to purſue it any farther ; but hope, if need 


in be, ſome able Pen will be excited to engage in it, 
en Which may manage ſo awful a Subject with much 
at better Skill than I am able to do. 
ur Now as this is their Foundation Doctrine, 
nis and the very Root from whence all thoſe different 
al, Branches grow, which have made up a Set of 
of Principles, that have no evident Footing in the 
1; Holy Scriptures ; ſo I preſume, that what is bulit 
a upon this Doctrine, will appear to be ſupported 
to only by mere Conjectures, and falſe Ways of rea- 
ble ſoning: For, as revealed Things only belong to 
lat us, ſo I cannot but eſteem it a too great Forward- 
ble neſs in poor, weak, and imperfe& Men, to pry 
he into the ſecret Counſels of Heaven, and to aftert 
ter Y \Jhings with the greateſt Aſſurance, which arc nor 


vill 6 included 
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included in the ſacred Oracle of Scripture ; altho? 
I know no other certain Rule that the All-wiſe 


God has afforded us, to form our Principles in 


Religion by. It is upon this Foundation of theirs, 


that they have preſumed to ſupport many unſcri tural F 


and ſhocking Hypotheſes and Maxims ; but I can- 
not imagine what hath prevailed with them to leave 
the plain Rule of Scripture, to run precipitately af- 
ter the Secrets of the Almighty, ſince ſecret Things 


belong to God only. It we acknowledge the 


Scripture as our Rule in all Points of Faith, as 
well as of Practice, it muſt certainly become us 
ſtrictly to adhere to it, and not oblige that pure 
Word to prove Opinions of our own forming. 


I SHALL now proceed to examine ſome of 


thoſe Doctrines which grow from this Root, as 
the natural Offspring of it, and appear with the 

wo Complection. 
1. TuEIR Doctrine of eternal actual Jaſtifica- 
Blog It is very plain, that the Superlapſarians 
have exceeded all the Bounds of Revelation, in 
their Enquiries after this Doctrine; ſince they have 
not ſcruͤpled, both in their Preachings, Writings, 
and Converſations, moſt ſtrenuouſſy to maintain, 
that God's Ele& were actually juſtified in Eter- 
nity : But how they arrived to this Rnowledge is 
no ſmall Myſtery, ſince the Scripture is not their 
Informer in this exceeding nice Point; for there 
is no Part of that ſacred Volume, that mentions 
ee DI before Faith. We read indeed of be- 
ing e by Faith, but no where before it, 
Rom. y . Therefore being juftified by Faith, Wo 
have heat with God, through our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt. So, Gal. iii. 24. Ihe, fore the Law was 
pur Se hoolmaſter to bring us unto Chrift, that we 
gig ht be juftified by Faith. The ſame Apoſtle is 
treating lar gol of Jane in the 4th Chap. b 
. 1 


Impartially tried by the Scripture. 11 
the Romans, and in the 16th Verſe, informs them, 
that they were juſtified by Faith, in the following 
Words, T/ opt it is of Faith, that it might be 
/ Grace, to the end the Promiſe might be ſure to 
All the Seed. So Gal. ii. 16. Knowing that a Man 
is not juſtified by the Works of the Law, but by 
= the Faith of Teſts Chriſt; even wwe have believed in 
= Jeſus Chrift, that we might be juſtified by the 
Faith of Chriſt. All theſe Scriptures ſhew plainly, 
that we are juſtified by or through Faith, and 
therefore not before it, which the Apoſtle makes 
BM exceeding plain in Rom. viii. 30. Moreover whom 
= he did predeſtinate, them he alſo called; and whom 
he called, them he alſo juſtified, &c. In this and the 
preceding Verſe, the holy Apoſtle is laying down ' 
the Order or Chain of our Salvation, who begins 
at the Foundation, and riſes to the Top-ftone of 
the glorious Building ; and very evidently ſhew- 


a. eth, that our Calling is prior to our Juſtification ; 
therefore either the Syperlapſarians are wrong, or 
_ elſe the Apoſtle Paul, E9c. is wrong: And whoſe 
ne judgment muſt we follow, whether the inſpired 


riters of the infallible Scripture of Truth, or 

3 theſe Authors, that have no Part of that ſacred 
r. Bock to found their Opinion upon? 

Leer who will follow the Devices and Imagi- 
ir nations of Men, I deſire to keep cloſe to what is 
re kevealed in the written Word, as the Mind of 

XZ God, and what is able to make me wiſe unto 


" 7 Salvation, through Faith in Chriſt Jeſas, 2 Tim, 
A Mb 

' 3 Bor fince the Opinions of Men are advanced 
„ 3 fo high, as to judge of what was done, or ſuppoſed 
% do be done, in Eternity; I ſhall endeavour to ſhew, 
* that theſe Divines, by their admired, ſuppoſed 
4 Underſtanding (in what neither they, nor any 
5 Man on Earth can know) have, to favour their 
1 Scheme, 


12 The Superlapſarian ScHEME 
Scheme, oppoſed plain Texts of Scripture, and * 
litive Injunctions to Practice. 

1. By their denying that the Lord Jeſus came 
to reconcile God to his Ele& People, and affirm- 
ing that God was ever reconciled to them. 

2. IN their refuſing to pray for the Pardon of 
Sin, any otherwiſe than the Manifeſtation of 
Pardon. 

Bux their affirming that God loved his Elect 
People as well, and delighted as much in them, 
while in their Sins and Rebellion againſt him, as 
when converted and obedient Children. 

. By their aſſerting that our Saviour was by 
Imputation a Sinner; yea, that he became very 
Sin, Oc. 

Bur, 1. I ſhall ſhew, that their denying that 
Jeſus Chriſt came into this World to Teconcile 
God to poor Sinners, does oppoſe plain Texts of 
Scripture ; for notwithſtanding they are pleaſed to 
affirm, That God was eternally reconciled to the 
Elef, and that no Scripture can be produced, to 
prove that the Lord Jeſus did come to procure Re- 
conciliation for them; and that wherever Chriſt is 
ſaid to make Peace by his Blood, it is to be _ 
ſtood only of his reconciling the Sinner to God © 
I truſt that it will be made appear, that ee 
ſay thus, may be ſaid not to know what they ſay, 
nor whereof they affirm, ſince their Notion is op- 
poſite 

(I.) To what was ſhadowed forth to us, or ra- 
ther to the Jews, by all thoſe Offerings under the 
Law, which were called Sin-Offerings and Peace- 
Offerings. 

(2.) IT is oppoſite to what is plainly propheſied 
of Chriſt in the Old Teſtament, and what is at- 
firmed of his Performances in the New Teſtament. 

(3.) Tx1s their Doctrine tends not only to leſſen, 


but to ruttrate the great and important Ends of our 
Saviour's Death. (42 
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0s (4.) Ir deſtroys and renders the Offices of 
- & Chriſt, as Mediator and Interceſſor, ineffectual, 
ne yea, needlels. | ; 2 
m- Bur, (I.) This Doctrine is directly oppoſite 
to what was ſhadowed forth by all thoſe Sacrifices 
under the Law, which are called Sin-Offerings 
and Peace-Offerings. For if the Lord Jeſus did 
not come to be the great atoning Sacrifice, then 
IJ were all thoſe Sacrifices that were offered by God's 
= Appointment without Signification, and could have 
no View to Chriſt as their great Antitype. For 
XZ altho' the Superlapſarians do call thoſe Offerings 
under the Law Typical Sacrifices, yet their Words 
and their Meaning mutt be vaſtly different, if the 
great Antitype was not our Peace-maker. 
Bor that all Readers may be capable to judge 
in this Affair, I ſhall here tranſcribe fome of thoſe 
Texts that mention thoſe legal Sacrifices, and the 
Deſign of them; Lev. viii. 14, 15. And he (viz. 
Moles) brought the Bullocks for the Six-Offeriag - 
And Aaron and his Sons laid their Hands upon the 
Head of the Bullock for the Sin-Offering, aud he 
is leu it; and Moſes took the Blood, and put it 
upon the Horns of the Altar round about with his 
et Anger, and purified the Altar, and poured the 
er Blood at the Bottom of the Altar, and ſanttified it, 
„ # to make Reconciliation upon it. 2 Chron. xxix. 21-24. 
p- Au they brought ſeven Bullocks, and ſeven Rams, 
| and ſeven Lambs, and ſeven He-goats, for a Sin- 
a- BY Ofering for the Kingdom, and for the Sanctuary, 
ne and for Judah; aud he commanded the Priefts, 
e- he Sons of Aaron, to offer them on the Altar of 
3 the Lord. So they killed the Bullocks, and the 
ed Prieſts received the Blood, and ſprinkled it on the 
t- Altar. Likewiſe when they had killed the Rams 


. 7hey ſprinkled the Blood upon the Altar + Aud they 
n, *# vrought forth the He-Goats ſor the Sin-Offeving, 


ur Y OPefore the King and the Congregation, aud they 
a } f | 1 71 4 
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laid their Hands upon them; and the Priefts killed | 
them, and they made Reconciliation with their 
Blood upon the Altar, to make Atonement for al!“ 
Ifrael. Ezek. xlv. 17. And it ſhall be the Prince's © 


Part to give Burnt-Offerings, and Meat-Offerings, 
and Drink-Offerings, in the Feaſts, and in the 
new Moons, and in the Sabbaths, in all Solemni- 
ties of the Houſe of Iſrael: He ſhall prepare the 


Sin-Offering, and the Meat-Offering, and the 


Burnt-Offering, and the Peace-Offering, to make 
Reconciliation for the Houſe of Iſrael. 

 Warar can all theſe Scriptures intend, if we 
muſt not behold God as offended with his People 
for their Tranſgreſſions, and that Atonement muſt 
be made by a ſufficient Sacrifice > But probably 
the Gentlemen of this Scheme will be diſpleaſed 
with me, for ſuppoſing that God ſhould be offend- 
ed at his People for their Sins: But if the Scrip- 
ture informs ns that Sinis an Offence (as it plainly 


does in Rom. v. 15.) then muſt the Sinner be an 


Offender, whether he be elected or no; and that 
God, againſt whom the Sin is committed, muft be 
offended, (Ja. lix. 1, 2.) But here they object, 


and tell us, That though God is offended with his 


People's Tranſgreſſions, yet that he never was, nor 
never will be offended with them. O moſt abſurd 
Diſtinction! What Shifts will Men not attempt, in 
order to maintain a received fond Opinion, tho 


ridiculous enough! I deſire they would inform us, 


for what Intent we have it fo often repeated in 
the above-mentioned Texts, of the Old Teſtament 
Saints making Reconciliation and Atonement by 
their Sacrifices ; who was it that was to be atoned 
or reconciled ? was it not God ? Yes ſurely, or 
elſe it muſt not be read of making Atonement for 
all 77ael, and making Reconciliation for the Houſe 
of Hrael; but rather, to make Atonement to all 
Ifracl, and to make Reconciliation to rhe * 

0 


2 
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of Iſrael; or elſe, for the God of Hrael, which 
would ſuit their Opinion much better. Bur ſince 


ciled is God, I would enquire who, or what was 
he to be reconciled to ? was it not the Sinner ? If 
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= Joſt ; for your Anſwer will overthrow your Doc- 
trine. And if you anſwer, No; then I reply, that it 
q muſt be either with the Sinner, or the Sin: But 
2X with the Sin it cannot be, for Heaven and Hell 
Will as ſoon meet, as that the infinitely holy and 
| righteous God can be reconciled to Sin: No, 
that is the abominable Thing which his Nature 
hates; and it is impoſſible that a Being of infinite 


Image of the Devil. 

XZ (2.) I AM now to ſhew, that this Doctrine, 
#Z which denies that our Saviour came to reconcile God 
to poor Sinners, does evidently oppoſe both what 
is propheſied of Chriſt in the Old Teftament, and 
what 1s affirmed of its Ends and Performances in 
the New Teſtament. 

1. IT confronts what was propheſied of Chriſt 
in the Old Teſtament. Ja. liii. 10. there we read, 
that his Soul was to be made an Offering for Sin. 
I know not what Senſe any Man can put upon 
theſe Words to favour the Syperlapſarians Opi- 


cile God to us, but to reconcile us to God only ; 
for who can imagine, that Jeſus Chriſt ſhould 
make himſelt an Offering to appeaſe the Offender ? 
3 This is in no reſpe& conſiſtent either with Scrip- 


ſheweth us, that Chriſt was made an Offering to 
God for us of a ſweet-ſwelling Savour, Epbeſ. v. 2 
7. e. a Peace-Offering, by which our Pardon. and 
Acceptance with God is procurcd, ſince he died 
er our Sins according to the Scriptures, 1 Cor. xv. 3. 
1 or, 


it is paſt all Diſpute, that the Party to be recon- 


you 0 Yes, your Cauſe is in Danger of being 


2X Holineſs can be reconciled to the Offspring and 


nion, that the Lord Jeſus did not come to recon- 


ture or Reaſon; for the Apoſtle Paul plainly 
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or, agreeable to the Propheſies of the Old Teſta- 
ment, Ja. liii. 8. For the Tranſgreſſions of my 
People was he ſtricken. It was to ſatisfy divine 
Juſtice for our Sins, and thereby make Reconcilia- 
tion with God for us, that he ſuffered all the dif- 
mal Tortures of the Croſs, Cc. which well agrees 
with what the Angel Gabrie} told to the Prophet 
Daniel, in Chap. ix. 24. Seventy Weeks are deter- 
mined upon thy People, and upon thy holy City, to 


fiſh the Tranſgreſſion, and to make an End of Sins, 


and to make Reconciliation for Iniquity, and to 


bring in everlaſting Righteouſneſs. That this is a 
Prophecy of Chriſt, and a fixing the Time of his 


Crucifixion, is not (that I know of) denied by 
any Chriſtian Expoſitor, and therefore I ſhall take 
it for granted, that the Superlapſarians do agree 


herewith. And then we may plainly ſee, that 


what was foretold of our Saviour by the Prophets, 
does exactly anſwer to the End of all the Typical 
Sacrifices of Sin-Offerings and Peace-Offerings, 
which were frequently offered under that darker 
Diſpenſation of the Law, to make Reconciliation 
and Atonement for Sin, 1. e. to point out the 
Death and Sufferings of our dear Redeemer Chriſt 
Jeſus, as the great, yea, the only ſatisfactory Sa- 
crifice. 

2. ISM ALL now proceed to ſhew, that this 


Doctrine of the Syperlapſarians does oppoſe what 


is affirmed of our Lord's Performance in the New 
Teſtament; for in that ſacred Part of our Bible 
we are informed, that Chriſt hath made Peace by 
the Blood of his Croſs ; Col. i. 20. That he died for 
our Sins according to the Scripture ; 1 Cor. xv. 3. 


That Chriſt gave himſelf for us an Offering and 


a Sacrifice to God of a ſweet-ſmelling Savour ; 
Epheſ. v. 2. That he was made like unto his Bre- 
tbren, (or took upon him the human Nature) that 
be might make Reconciliation for the Sins of the 

People, 
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2 People, Heb. ii. 17. Have we then Peace by the 
5 | Blood of Jeſus, and Pardon through his Blood ? 
e KR Zpbeſ. i. 7. Col. i. 14 And did he become like 
- ®* unto his Brethren, in aſſuming our Nature, that 
. he might make Reconciliation for the Sins of the 


es People; and yet was God as truly reconciled to 
et aus from Eternity ? I admire how any Men pro- 


— f feſſing Godlineſs, dare venture to aſſert this, which 
to Jo directly oppoſeth plain Scripture, not only what 
„ s above cited, but alſo what is written in Rom. v. 


to l. Therefore being juſtified by Faith, we have 


r 


a Peace in God through our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. This 
is Text does (to my Apprehenſion) evidently prove, 
» hat God is not at Peace with us till we are Be- 
ce Nievers. And if the Superlapſarians do imagine, 
ce That this Scripture includes their Scheme of Re- 
at N conciliation, I am perſuaded that they will find it 
ts, Fa very difficult Task to make it ſpeak their Lan- 


al guage; for notwithſtanding they have been long 
s, IF tampering with it, yer they have not been able to 
er effect their Deſign, and I am confident they never 
on K will be able to do it, whatever they may think to 
he | the contrary. For if we ſhould admit for a Tryal, 
iſt to remove the Stop in the Text, to the Word 
a- A where they would have it fixed, tho' I preſume 

there is no Reaſon for it, becauſe the Apoſtle is 
his A treating of Juſtification by Faith in the very next 
2 Verſe but one to the Text, by ſhewing that Righ- 
teouſneſs ſhall be imputed to us, as well as unto 
Abraham, if we believe on him that raiſed up our 
Lord Jeſus from the dead; and in the following 
Words, which is the very next Verſe to the Text 
Fin Diſpute, he informs us, that Chriſt was deli- 
dvdered (i. e. probably to Death and the Grave) for 
our Offences, and raiſed again tor our Juſtification ; 
ſo that the Stop ſeems very juſtly fixed as it is in 
our Bible: Yet I ſay, if for Argument {ſake we 
thould allow the Comma directly after the Word 


juſtified, - 
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18 . The Superlapſarian 8c HEMMER 
juſtified, how is it poſſible that it ſhould anſwer | 
their End > For the Word Faith will ftill remain 
an immoveable Rock in their Way, unleſs they 
can alter the ſubſequent Part of the Text too, 
which you will eaſily perceive by reading the 
Words with the Stop placed according to the De- 
fire of theſe Gentlemen, as follows, Therefore he- 


they cannot prove that Faith has nothing to do 
with the Peace mentioned in the Text, I hall pre- 
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fume to ſay, that this Scripture will {till militate 


againſt their Doctrine of Reconciliation, yea, and } 
their eternal Juſtification too ; for there cannot be | 
a Juſtification, where there is not an actual Re- 
conciliation: This they are not ignorant of, which | 
is the Reaſon why they ny have taken ſo much 
Pains to inſtil the Notion of eternal Reconciliation ' 
into the Minds of the People, as well knowing 
that one of theſe Doctrines cannot ſtand without 
the other. But probably I may be accoſted by 
another Argument, in admitting the Alteration of 


the Comma, and the Advocates for eternal Re- 
concilation will urge it againſt me, that the Peace 


mentioned in the Text may, without any Diffi- 
eulty, be conſtrued to intend our being reconciled 
to God by Faith, and not that God is at Peace 
with us hereby. But I conceive, that they have | 
great Difficulty yet to remove, and that they muſt 
ſtill alter the reading of the Words, and the very | 
Texture of them too, before it can ſpeak their 

, _— Opinion, 
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Opinion, by reading them thus; By Faith we are 
at Peace with God through our Lord Jeſus Chriſt ; 
and not, that by Faith we have Peace with God, 


&c. For the Words as they yet ſtand, do moſt 


® evidently prove, that God, who is infinitely holy _ 
and righteous, is not at Peace with us until we 
believe, (which ſuppoſes Repentance too) as 1 
Judge he could not in Honour to his Holineſs be, 
until we believe in his Name, and in his Son's 
Name, Merits, and Righteouſneſs, ceaſe our Re- 
bellion, acknowledge our Guilt, and humbly ſeek 
to the God of Mercy for pardoning Grace, through 
Ithe Merits and Mediation of our dear and merciful 
Saviour, by whom alone we have Acceſs to God, 
nnd into his divine Grace or Favour, wherein his 
EZPcople do ftand, Rom. v. 2. rs 

6) IAM now to prove, that this Doctrine of 
theirs not only leſſens, but tends to fruſtrate, the 


great and important Ends of our Saviour's Suffer- 


3 ings and Death. It is to me no ſmall wonder, 
that the Men of this Scheme ſhould be fo ignorant 
of the evil Conſequences of their Doctrines, when 
one would think, that Men with no more than a 
common Share of Reaſon might eaſily perccive, 
that ſome Part of their Doctrines oppoſe other 
3 Parts of them: And in particular I wonder, that 
they cannot ſee how flagrantly their fond Opi- 
nions of eternal Reconciliation and Juſtification - | 
$ claſh againſt the Satisfaction of Chriſt. For, if 
God was eternally reconciled, he was eternally ſa- 
tisfied; but how was the Satisfaction obtained, it 
not by the Death and Sufferings of the Lord 
Jeſus > For if it was made any other Way, I am 
at a Loſs to know it, fince the Apoſtle informs us, 
that without ſhedding of Blood, there is no Re- 
miſſion, Heb. ix. 22. And if there could be no 
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Remiſſion, or Pardon of Sin, without the ſhedding 
of Chriſt's precious Blood, then 'tis evident, that 
: there 
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there could be no Reconciliation to us without it? 
1 for if there was, I deſire to know, what were the 
1 reat Ends of our Saviour's coming into this 
lh World, clothed with Fleſh 2 Why did he make 
ſo lowly an Appearance, as to come in the Form of 
a Servant, who was Lord of all Worlds? Why * 
was he made under the Law, and conſented to a 
moſt ,trict Conformity thereunto, that the righ» 7 
teous Demands thereof might be. fulfilled by one 
in our Nature? Why did he ſuffer all the Shame, 
Contempt and Reproach, that vile and blaſphe- 
mous Tongues could load him with, even to the 
breaking of his tender Heart > Why did he ſuffer 
thoſe grievous Agonies of Soul when in the Gar- 
den, where he cries out, through the exceeding | 
Preſſure of his Spirit, My Soul is exceeding ſorrow- Wil 
ful, even unto Death; and on the Croſs, My Gd, 
my God, why haſt thou forſaken me? Why did 
he undergo all the exquiſite Tortures of the Croſs, in 
all Parts of his bleſſed Body? O! ſurely it was for 
no leſs Ends, than to ſatisfy Divine Juſtice for our 
many and great Offences, and to procure our eter- 
nal Happineſs, that this blefled and holy Perſon 
underwent and endured all this for us. J 
Bon if this Branch of the Superlapſarian 
Scheme is to be underſtood according to their own | 
Way of wording it, (viz. That Chriſt Jeſus did 
not come to reconcile God to his Elett, becauſe he 
Was never unreconciled to them, but always well © 
pleaſed with them; but that he came only to recon- © 
cile the Elef to God) then the Conſequence of this 
Doctrine is, that Chriſt came to be an Offering to 
the Sinner, and not to God for us; and his 
making Reconciliation for the Sins of the People, 
Heb. ii. 17. muſt be by his becoming an Offering 
of a ſweet- ſmelling Savour to the People, as being 
the Party offended. For it is inconſiſtent with all 
Scripture, and with all Reaſon, to ſay the the 
e eace- 
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Peace-Offering was made to the Party, who was 
never offended, but was ever reconciled. 
Z Txenx allo it will appear abſolutely neceſſary 
for the Support of their Doctrine, that they make 
it plain to us, that the Lord Jeſus did not come to 
© ſatisfy Divine Juſtice, but to fatisfy the Sinner 
only: For, as I obſerv'd before, if God was eter- 
2 nally reconciled, he was eternally ſatisfied ; and if 
ſo, we muſt never more talk of Satisfaction, and 
Peace by the Blood of Jeſus, any otherwiſe than as 
he ſhed his Blood to ſatisfy and reconcile the Sin- 
ner; and ſo moſt abſurdly conclude, that our Lord 
qũqeſus became an Offering of Peace to the Criminal, 
and not for him. This I think is the natural 
2X Conſequence of their Doctrine of Reconciliation ; 
and I am almoſt ſurprized, that they cannot per- 
ceive it, ſeeing it ſtrikes directly againſt the great 
and comfortable Truth, of God's Juſtice receivin 
its compleat Satisfaction by the unſpeakable Sul. 
ferings of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt. 

Bu r farther, I cannot perceive that the recon- 
ciling a poor rebellious Sinner to God, is the Effect 
of Price, but of Power only. For the ſubduing a 
poor, proud, ſtubborn Sinner, and ſweetly inclining 
ian the Soul to ſubmit to the glorious Methods of di- 
own vine Grace, is certainly the Effect of a divine 
did Power, by enlightening the Underſtanding, ſoften- 

he ing the Heart, and regulating the ſinful and irre- 
well F gular Affections; and therefore rather to be attri- 
on- F buted to the Efficacy of the eternal Spirit, (in 
this making the Goſpel, or any of the Means, ſubſer- 
gro vient to produce this great and neceſſary Change) 
his than to the Purchaſe of Chriſt's Blood. Now this 
ple, zs, in few Words, what I underſtand to be the re- 
ring F conclling of a Sinner to God. And, to ſpeak with 
ing humble and the moſt profound Reverence, Iwould 
1 all Y ask the Sperlapſarians, What Reaſon they can 
the aſſign, to prove that the eternal Son of God ſhould 
de- 258 ; condeſcend 
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eondeſcend ſo exceeding low, as to take our Na- 
ture into Union with his divine Nature, and ap- 
pear in all the humble Forms of a Servant, and 
undergo ſuch great, and Variety of Sorrows and 
Sufferings, as to ſuffer in his divine Character; 
yea, exquiſite, Tortures in his blefled Rady, and 


conceivable Agonies in his righteous Soul, and 
all this to bring about a Reconciliation of Sinners 


to God; which I humbly conceive to be no other, 
than what was ever neceſſary from Adam's firſt 
Sin, and was effected by the Almighty Power of ü 
divine Grace, upon all the Believers who lived un- 
der the various Diſpenſations of the Old Teſta- 
ment? I do therefore conclude, that the un- 
ſpeakable Sufferings which our bleſſed Lord under- 
went, was to give Satisfaction to divine Juſtice, for 
the infinite Debt of Sufferings which was due to 
us for our great and numerous Sins, and therebx 
render the divine Majeſty of Heaven propitious 
towards us, or make Reconciliation with him for 
us, Heb. ii. 17. who I judge would otherwiſe have 
been as a conſuming Fire to all the ſinful Race of 
Mankind. + -.- 1 
(4. I SHALL now endeavour to make it plain, that 
their Doctrine of eternal Reconciliation, renders the 
Offices of Chriſt, as Mediator, Interceſſor and 
High Prieſt, needleſs, yea, of none Effect; as 
theſe Offices relate to the effecting a Reconcilia- 
tion, either as a middle Perſon, or as engaged to 
make Satisfaction to the offended Party by a ſuffi- 
cient Sacrifice. 4 
1. Tu E Office of a Mediator is only ſuitable 
to Chriſt, as he is a middle Perſon, concerned for 
both Parties; and although there is no Party- 
Quarrels among Men, that will in all Points be an 
exact Simile to this moſt important Affair, which 
the bleſſed Jeſus has taken upon him to make up; 
yet we may learn ſomething by this Office be- 
| FWEen 
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tween one Man and another. As the Man that 


ſuſtains this Office, is, in all Points of Juſtice con- 


= cerned in the Execution thereof, to ſee that nei- 
ther Party is wronged, as being appointed to do 
Juſtice on both Sides; and it is neceſſary, that the 
Perſon concerned to adjuſt the Affair, be firſt al- 
lowed or agreed to by both Parties, before he en- 
ters upon the Execution of his Mediatorſhip, or 
can make Reconciliation. Theſe Things I preſume 


do appear to be neceſſary, in order to the Recon- 


c iliation I am treating of; in that there is no Re- 
= conciliation nor Juſtification, before Faĩth in Chriſt: 
This I truſt will be made evident, before I cloſe 
the Arguments againſt their Doctrine of eternal 


Juſtification. But to proceed, I deſire to know 


upon what Foundation the Aſſerters of eternal Re- 
X conciliation can prove their Doctrine conſiſtent with 


the Mediatorſhip of our Redeemer, ſince the Scrip- 


ture ſo plainly informs us, (as well as the Cuſtoms 


among Men) that a Mediator is a middle Perſon 
between two offended Parties, as appears by 1 
Tim. it. 5. For there is one God, and one Mediator 
between God and Men, the Man Chrift Jeſus. 
And, Gal. iii. 20. Now a Mediator is not a Me- 
diator of one, (or one Party only) but God is one. 
But if God was eternally reconciled, then the Of- 
fice of a Mediator is needleſs ; and its plain that 
thi: Doctrine inevitably ſets aſide it as. ſuch, unleſs 
the greateſt Inconſiſtencies in the World can be 
proved harmonious or agrecable Truths; for cer2 
tainly it muſt be an impoſſible Task, to prove that 


there is a Neceſſity for this important Office, when 


there is no more than one Party to treat with. 
But if theſe Authors can trace this Office into 
Eternity, and prove that Chriſt Jeſus was not only 
{ct up as Mediator from Everlaſting, but that he 
compleated the whole of the Work, which be- 
longed to this Office, in Eternity, (this may ſerve 


e 7 


for it is ſpoke in the preſent Tenſe, in the fore- 
cited 1 Tim. ii. 5. For there is one God, and one 
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to make it reſemble ſome of their other Notions; 
as appearing conſiſtent with their Do&rines of eter. 
nal actual Juſtification and Union, Sc.) and that 
ever ſince the Covenant between the eternal Father 
and Son was ſettled, the Office of a Mediator 
ceaſed. But, alas! they have no Scripture to fa- 
vour this, and therefore we muſt think ourſelves 
obliged to believe, that this important Office is 


ſtill neceſſary; or elſe we muſt ceaſe to give credit 
to the ſacred Scripture, as the revealed Will of 


God, which informs us, that our Saviour does now 
ſuſtain the Offices of a Mediator and Interceſſor; 


Mediator between God and Men, the Man Chriſt 
Jeſus. And, in Rom. viii. 34. the ſame Apoſtle 
informs us, that Chriſt at the right Hand of God 


maketh Interceſſion for us. So likewiſe in his 


Epiſtle to the Hebrews, Ch. vii. Verſe 25. we read, 

hat he (viz. Chriſt) ever lives to make Inter- 
cefſion for them that come to God by him. But if 
z0d was eternally reconciled, the Apoſtle muſt be 
exceedingly miſtaken ; for where there is no Diſ- 
pleaſure, there can be no need of an Interceſſor or 
Mediator. We are therefore concerned to try 
who is the moſt likely to be miſtaken, whether 


the Scriptures, or theſe modern Divines, whoſe 


Scheme ſo directly oppoſeth what is contained in 
facred Writ : Whoſe Opinion then is ſafeſt to fol- 
tow, Paul's, or Mr. Huſſey's* Whether the ſa- 
cred Records of the Scripture, or the Writings of 


Dr. Criſp, Oc. | 


Ix theſe Expoſitors have endeavoured to explain 
that Text, John iii. 16. (For God ſo loved the 


World, that he gave his only-begotten Son, &c.) ſo 


as to ſuit their Notion of God's being ever recon- 


ciled to his Ele&, and have thereby oppoſed va- 


rious other Parts of ſacred Scripture ; it will . 
tainly 
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= rainly become us, rather to ſuſpe& the Truth of 
their Sentiments of the Text, than in the leaſt to 


— 

all Men are Lyars. And let us chuſe always to 
(credit the Writings of the holy Scriptures, before 
3 ll Authors or Opinions in the World; for if they 
peak not according to this Rule, it is becauſe 
£ Where is no Light in them; viz. fo far as any Men 
oppoſe the revealed Will of God, they walk in 
5 Parkneſs, and know not whither they are going. 
2. ANoTHHR Branch of their eternal Juſtification, 
s their refuſing to pray for the Pardon of Sin, any 
© MEotherwiſe than the Manifeſtation of it to their Con- 
I Wiences ; this they found upon their Notion of 
being pardoned in Eternity, as included in their 
, F ſuppoſed eternal Inſtification. I ſhall therefore 
„try this Practice by the Example of the holy Men 
it Hof God, whoſc Prayers ſtand upon Record in 
S scripture; and alſo by the Advice and Direction of 
our bleſſed Lord and Saviour, to the Performance 
r of this great and neceſſary Duty, as incumbent on 


) Fall Men, whether converted or unconverted. 
E 4 AnvDpl judge that it will appear, that herein 
they go contrary to the brighteſt Examples, and 
2 plaineſt Injunctions of the divine Standard of Scrip- 
ture, which is the only Rule to prove the "Truth 
of our Practice, as well as our Doctrines by. But 
to ſhew how diſagrecable to the Example of the 
2 grcateft Saints (whoſe Braycrs ſtand upon Record 
in Scripture) they walk herein, will appear from 
what Moſes ſpeaks in Prayer to God; Exod. xxxiv. 
9. Aud he ſaid, if aow I have found Grace in thy 
gr, O Lord, let my Lord, I pray thee, go a- 
among ft us, and pardon our Iniquity aud our Sin, 
aud take us for thine Inheritence. David likewiſe 
E ran 
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it not look with an imperious Vicw, when we diſ- 
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prays to God for the Pardon of his Sin; P.al. d. 
xxv. 11. For thy Name ſake, O Lord, pardon my N v 
Tniquity, for it is great. Solomon makes his Sup- w 
plication to God, at the Dedication of the Tem- 

ple, for the Pardon of Sins; 1 Kings viii. 30, 34, uf 
39, 50. And thus prays good Daniel, in Ch. ix, d. 
19. O Lord hear, O Lord forgive, &c. And thus 
prays our great and infallible Teacher Chriſt Jeſus 


for his Murderers, with his dying Breath; Luke 


xxiii. 34. ſaying, Father, forgive them, for they 2 | 
know not what they do. Certainly theſe great Ex- 
amples muſt be ſufficient to remove all Scruples in 


{anifeſtation of Pardon only. For I preſume, that 
though this is to be done, yet the other muſt not . 


be left undone ; nay, I have often wonder'd, how 


any humble ſenſible Chriſtian, can retuſe thus to 
pray to that God, againſt whom we have ſo great- 
ly and often offended. $ 0 

(a.) WE have not only the Examples above tt 
to walk by, but we have the Advice and Di- N 
rection of our Lord and Saviour in this important 
Affair, which I judge ſhould put it beyond all ff 
doubt, ſince he was ſent to be the great Leader, 
as well as the Commander of his People, Ia. lv. 4. 
We read in Lake xi. 1. that one of the Diſciples F uU 


deſires our Lord, that he would teach them to h 


pray, and that our Saviour immediately anſwers | fi 
the Requeſt; and in that Directory he adviſeth 3 
them to pray for the Paygdon of Sin; ver. 4. Aud t 
forgive us our Sins, &c. Now I cannot think that 
it appears with an humble Aſpect, to refuſe the 
Advice of our great Prophet in this Caſe ; for does | 


2 


8 . 


ſent from the Rule which he hath given? Are we 
better skilled in the Matter and Manner of ad- 
| dreſſing 
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dreſſing the divine Majeſty, than to learn of him 
| who raught as never Man taught, and is ſtyled the 


Wonderful Counſellor? O! {ure we ſhould be ex- 
I 4 Here careful, that we do not refle& any Difhonour 


4, upon the infallible Founder of our Religion, by 
. diſregarding his Rules, which we ſhould effeem far 
us beyond all the Wiſdom and Contrivances of Men: 
us 4 or this is God's beloved Son, whoſe Advice we 
ke gare enjoined to regard; Like ix. 35. And there 


” | 4 rame a Voice out of the Cloud, ſaying, this is my 
x- | A loved Son, hear him. This is that divine Pro- 
in | het, of whom Moſes did write, to whoſe Com- 
le 1 ands a ſtrict Obedience is required, Deut. xvüi. 
to 9 8, 19. which Text is quoted by the Apoſtle Peter, 
or In 4%, iii. 22, 23. Fir Moſes truly ſaid unto the 
at 4 5 en a Prophet ſhall the Lord your God raiſe up 
ot unto gon, of your Brethren, like unto me; him 
7 I all ye hear in all Things, whatſoever he ſpall ſay 
10 Funto you. And it ſhall come to paſs, that every 
Y Sou which will not hear that Prophet, ſhall be de- 
Lee from among the People. Therefore if he 
that ſpeaks from Heaven, and always ſpoke the 
$ Mind of his eternal Father, is to be regarded and 
Z obeyed; it will then moſt alſuredly turn to our un- 
all ſpeakable Diſadvantage, if we refuſe to hear him 
er, in this, as well as in all other ſpiritual Concerns, 
4. 1 $H#ALL now conſider what was faid to an 
les unconverted Man, viz. Simon Magus, who, when 
he had diſcovered the Deceit of his Heart, by of- 
fering to purchaſe the Gitts of the Holy Ghoſt 
with Money, by which it appeared that he was in 
the Gall of Bitterneſs, and in the Bond of Iniquity, 
. e. in an unconverted Eſtate, or unreconciled to 
23 God, and a Slave to his Luſt; which, when the 
| Apoſtle perceived, he adviſes him to repent of his 
Wickedneſs, and pray that the evil Thought of 
his Heart might be forgiven him, Acts viii. 2123. 
Who then can be ſo r ae the divine Com- 


mand 


anſwer, that we may alſure ourſelves, if our Opi- 


judge it only remains which we will adhere to, 
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mand and Advice of Chriſt and this Apoſtle, as to 
neglect to pray for the Pardon of Sin? Is it poſſi- | 
ble, that this Counſel may be diſpenſed with, and 
yet that we are not diſobedient N the Mind of * 
God therein? I profeſs I am ſurpriz'd, at te 
Conceit of thoſe that dare ſet up their own in- 
vented Schemes, to militate againſt the plain Rule 
of God's Word. But if it ſhould be objected, 
that praying for the Remiſſion of Sin, confronts 
their Opinion of being pardoned in Eternity, I 


nions will not ſuffer us, to follow the pure "rag of il 
Scripture, which is plainly laid down, that our W 
Opinion in that Affair is wrong, and is unworthy 9 
to Yo eſpouſed by any Chriſtian ; and therefore I 1 


whether the Opinions and Preſcriptions of Men, 
or the Commands and Directions of God in his 
Word. —— 


TE E third Branch of their eternal Juſtification, 
is, That God loved and delighted in the Elect, as 
much while in their ſinful Eſtate, and in the 
Height of their Rebellion againſt his Laws, as 
when they are converted, and made obedient to | 
his Ways. = 

I SHALL not ſcruple to ſay, that this is a 
very licentious Way of talking, and that my Mind 
hath been greatly afflicted, when I have heard or 
read this {ſpurious and diſagrceable Tenct of theirs, 
which 1s built upon the falle and ſandy Foundation 
of their ſuppoſed eternal Union with Chriſt, which, 
in its proper Place, I truſt will be made to appear 
to be the mere Invention of their vain Imagination, 
owing to their eager Deſire after unrevealed Myſte- 
ries, And no wonder, when we vehemently thirit 
after the Knowledge of Secrets not neccilary to be 
known by us, it our vain Mind is {uttered to wan- 
der 
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der into ſome perplexing Paths of Deceit, while 
S we pleaſe ourſelves with the vain Thoughts that 
we are moſt ſurely in the Track that the eternal 
Spirit leads the Juſt. n 
Bu r ſure we ought to take the utmoſt Care, 
- * teſt we ſhould father that upon the Leadings of 
the holy Spirit, which God will never own for 
Truth; and it is greatly to be feared, that many 
Doctrines which reflect diſhonour upon the Chri- 
tian Religion, yea, and palpably ſtrike againſt the 
Doctrine of God's Holineſs, have been repreſented 
oy the Authors of it, as coming from the pure 
Fountain of Light; by which means the moſt odious 
and inconſiſtent Opinions of deceived Men, have 
been received with the greateſt Applauſe, as if 


o, none were equal to them. And I am. of Opinion, 
n, WF that this common Maxim of the Syperlapſarians 


vill appear to be one of that Sort, which ſtrikes 
againſt the pure Doctrines of Chriſtianity; and 
that it reflects great Diſhonour upon the adorable 


n, Attribute of God's Holineſs, by ſaying, That the 
as infinitely holy God takes Delight in ſome of the 
he Children of Men, while in their unconverted State, 
as and rebelling againſt him. What do theſe Au- 
to thors mean, by aſſerting or vindicating ſo ſhocking 


a Maxim. as this is.? Is this the Way to advance 
2 the glorious Doctrine of God's rich and free Grace, 
nad by ſtriking at his Holineſs ? Is this the Way to 
or give poor Sinners a Diſlike to Sin, and ſhew them 
rs, the diſagreeable and odious Nature of it > Does 
on | this Doctrine diſcover unto the Children of Men, 
cli, that the Holy One of Vrael abhors the Works of 
ear A Iniquity, yea, the Workers of it; Pal. v. 5. 
on, No, it does not, it cannot do it, but contradicts 
c- it. Can this give poor Souls any agrecable Opi- 
rit nion of God's Holineſs, to tell them, that if they 
be are elected, he takes as great Pleaſure and De- 
n- light in them, while wallowing in their Filthineſs, 
er | and 


ä * * 
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and maintaining their Rebellion againſt him, as 
he does when they are reduced to Obedience, 
humbling themſelves before him, and lifting up 
their Hearts to him in Prayer? O how contrary 
is this Doctrine to the Language of the holy Scrip- 


ture! by which we are informed what Pleaſure the 


Lord takes in the humble and repenting Soul, viz. 
that he is pleaſed to dwell with them as his De- 
light; Za. lvli. 15. and that he delights in their Voice 


of Prayer; Prov. xv. 8. The Prayer of the Upright is | 


his Delight, &c. But it no where informs us, 


that God takes Pleaſure in the Perſons of the 


Wicked, nor in their Service ; for while it comes 
from a filthy and rebellious Heart, the Holy God 


abhorreth both them and their Sacrifice; Þ/al. v. 
5. Thou (i. e. God) hateft all the Workers of Ini- 
quity. Prov. xv. 8. The Sacrifice of the Wicked is 
an Abomination to the Lord, &c. Eccleſ. v. 4. 
When thou voweſt a Vow unto God, defer not to 
pay it; for he taketh no Pleaſure in Fools. Prov. 
Xi. 20. They that are of a froward Heart, are an 


Abomination to the Lord, but the Upright are his 
Delight. Now I truſt, that the Superlapſarians 
will allow, that all unconverted Sinners are Fools 


in the Senſe of the Scripture, as having no Regard | 
to the Honour of God, nor to the Welfare of their 


precious and immortal Souls; and that all ſuch 


poor ignorant Souls, whether ele& or not elected, 
are froward of Heart, as the carnal Mind is not 


ſubje& to the Law of God, Rom. viii. 7. and that 


ſuch cannot pleaſe God, ver. 8, If this is allowed, | 
then their Notion, that God was reconciled to | 
them, and took the fulleſt Complacency in them, 


while diſobedient and fooliſh, muſt neceſſarily fall 
before the Light of God's Word in theſe Texts, 
as agreeable to their own Senſe of the Words, 
But farther, this novel Hypotheſis ſtands diame- 
trically oppoſite to all practical Godlineſs, as well 
| | as 


1 


. 
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as to revealed and natural Religion, by ſuggeſting, 
that the holy and righteous God takes an equal 
Delight in ſome of the Children of Men, when 
they are lifting up the Heel againſt him, by kick- 
ing againſt the Bowels of his Mercy, reje&ing and 
= trampling upon his Grace, as when moſt ſincerely 
and devoutly worſhipping before him. It muſt be 
exceeding ſtrange indeed, that the great and holy 
God ſhould efteem himſelf glorified, when his 
people bring forth much Fruit, 7. e. good Fruit; 


„ and yet take as great Delight in them, when 
© Wi they diſhonour him, by violating his Laws, and 
'S rejecting his Word. How is it poſſible to recon- 
d die this, either to the holy Scripture, or to our 
Ve own Experience? Nay, what can be ofter'd more 
1 


directly repugnant to the Word of God, whereby 


iS to repreſent him as falſe to what he hath ſaid, in 
4+ 1 Sam. ii. 30. For they that honour me, I will ho- 
to nour; and they that deſpiſe me, ſhall be lightly eſ- 
V. Zeemed 5 And in Ja. lix. 1, 2. we are informed, 
an that God hid his Face from his People, and re- 
1S fuſed to hear their Prayers, becauſe of their Sins 
ns WF and Iniquities, which had made a Separation be- 
ols W tween him and them. And arc we not taught by 
rd the Light of Experience, that altho' we may love our 
eir Enemies, fo as to pity and pray for them, and do 
ch Good unto them; yet we cannot delight in them, 
ed, when we ſee them daily contriving our Hurt, and 


not running counter to the holy and righteous Law of 

hat Heaven? 

ed, Bur as this Hypotheſis muſt either ftand or 
to fall, according as the Foundation that ſupports it 

em, proves either Truth or Error, I ſhall leave it to 


fall the Tryal of their ſuppoſed eternal Juſtification 
xts, and Union. 


me- 4. I SHALL now proceed to prove, that theſe 
well Authors, in order to ſupport their Doctrine of 
| eternal 
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eternal Juſtification, have very unjuſtly affirmed, 


That our bleſſed Saviour was by Imputation a Sin- 


ner; yea, that he became very Sin, Qc. 

- IT is to me exceeding ſtrange, that Men of 
great Capacity and Learning, ſhould take no more 
Care in examining the ſacred Writings, than to 
make them ſpeak ſo contrary to the real and ge- 
nuine Meaning of them: And in order to ſupport 
the falſe Syſtem which they have eſpouſed, will 
adventure to write and ſpeak ſuch Things, as tend 
to depreciate the ſacred Character of our bleſſed 
Redeemer; and in their Writings and Sermons 
affirm that of him, which the Scripture denies : 


For our immaculate and bleſſed Saviour was in all 


Reſpects ſeparate from Sinners, except in the 
blaſphemous Accounts of his Enemies, who did not 
ſpare to repreſent him as the vileſt of Criminals. 
And I hope to make it appear obvions to all whoſe 
Eyes are not blinded by Prejudice, that theſe Au- 
thors and Preachers have greatly abuſed thoſe 
Texts, which they have built this falſe Notion 


upon, to the Diſhonour of their ſacred Function, 


and the Lord that bought them. For it 1s very 
evident by their Writings on this Subject, (which 
rs certainly to their Shame) they wonld have it to 


be credited for an undoubted Truth, That Jeſus 


Chriſt was made a Sinner in Eternity, that they 
might be eſteemed innocent and clear from Ever- 
laſting. But notwithſtanding they have uſed all 
poſſible Art and Arguments to eſtabliſh this perni- 


cCious Doctrine, yet I truſt that it will evidently 


appear, that they have groſly perverted the ſacred 
Scripture, in attempting to engage it on their 
Side: And I ſhall not ſcruple to ſay, that this 
common Notion of theirs is not only falſe, but ex- 
cceuing injurious in its Tendency; and I hope to 


prove, that it is juſtly exploded, both by Scrip- 
ture and found Argument. | 
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No TWITRHSTAN DIN Doctor Criſp (in his 
Hock intitled, Chri/# alone exalted, Page 261.) 


Miith, I is Iniquity itſelf, as well as the Punifh- 


ient of Iniquity, that the Lord laid upon Chriſi; 


e bear the Sins of Men, as well as he was. 


Rounded for their Sins. The Lord bath laid this 
yiquity on him, he makes 4 real Tranſattion, 
Fyriſt ſtands as very a Sinner in God's Eyes, as 
Je Reprobate, tho not as the Actor of theſe Tranſe 
ions, get as he was the Surety. 1 preſume 
either this Author, nor his Admirers, are, or 
eer were, able to prove, that our Lord, in under. 
Waking as our Surety to pay the Debt for Sinners, 
Ne not able to pay the Debt, or make good his 
Wngagements, unleſs he would become the Sinner? 
Would his being made the Criminal, render his 


Ability greater, or put a greater Virtue into his 


PNufferings and Blood > What, was not the Ex- 


Jactneſs of his holy Life, nor the Sufferings he un- 


derwent in his bleſſed Body and righteous Soul, at 
the concluding Moments of his Death, as really 


ſatisfactory to divine Juſtice from him, as an in- 


nocent Perſon, as from a Sinner? $4779 
# Obj. No, ſay theſe pretended Exalters of 
Chriſt; it cannot conſiſt with the Juftice of God, 


lid engage to become the Sinner too. What, was 


to wound his Son, if he is not really the Sinner. 


Anſwer. THIS is a poor Shift for Men of ſuch 


Ir Underſtanding in deep Myſteries ; for 
urely the ſolemn Engagements which the eternal 


Son of God covenanted to perform and undergo; 


were {ufficient to juſtify God the Father, in exact - 
ing the compleat Fulfilment of thoſe Engagements. 
What Injuſtice can it be in a Creditor to require 


the full Payment of his Debt from the Hand of his 


Debtor's Surety, ſince he has bound himſelf to pay 
the whole? But that this may be made more evi- 


dent, ſuppoſe a Man who is a Criminal, or who 


F * 
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by his criminal Practice has made himſelf a great 
Debtor, by cheating or robbing from another, for WP" 
which, according to the juſt Law of the Scripture, WP" 
he was to make Satisfaction to the wronged Perſon of 


* 


L 
7 


four-fold Value, to what he had by Fraud or e 


Theft wronged the other of, and becauſe of Po- © 
verty he is not able to pay it, and this poor Cri- FRF 
minal has a Friend that will become Surety to 8 
pay this great Debt; What need is there, I pray, 
for this Surety to become the Robber, in order to i 
render the Creditor juſt in his Claim of the whole 
Debt from him? Is not the Covenant Engage- 
ment a ſufficient and juſtifiable Foundation to re- 
quire the Debt at his Hands? And therefore, as 
our bleſſed Saviour was pleaſed of his great Love 
to become our Surety, to pay the great Debts 
which we have contracted by Sin; he did thereby 
become a Debtor, and he was obliged by his Co- 


venant Engagements to pay all the Debts for 


which he became reſponſible. But does this make 
him the Criminal ? No, it cannot be, any more than | 
if an innocent Man ſhould put himſelf in the Law- 
Place of another, who has forfeited his Life by 
heinous Offences, can be eſteemed the Offender ; 
for tho' he dies for a Thief or a Murdcrer, yet 
his dying for the other's Crimes cannot make him 
either a Thief or a Murderer ; for the Obliquity of 
the Criminal's Acts cannot be transferred to the 
innocent Perſon, tho' the deſerved Puniſhment 
may: For the Man that dies is executed to pay 
the other's Debt, who had forfeited his Life ro 
the Law, which his Surety pays for him. Likewiſc, 8 
as Jeſus Chriſt had undertook, by ſolemn Engage- 
ments, to pay the full Demands of Law and Juſs 
rice, for all that the eternal Father had given him; 
God's requiring Satisfaction at his Hands, and 
Chriſt becoming an Offering to God for the ex- 
„ Piating 


* 
2 


at Inpartially tried by the Scripture. 3 5 
for MPiating our Sins, does not conſtitute him a Sinner, 


re, Put the Sinner's Surety and Pay. maſter. | 
of Po xs it not anſwer all the Ends of the Soul's 
or Peace and Comfort, to underſtand that the Lord. 


* 

* 
be” 
* 


o- cls loved us, and died to pay our Debts, and 
ri. What thereby he ſatisfied the Juſtice of God for all 
dur Sins? But muſt he be made the Sinner too, 
yon will not receive Comfort to your Souls? O 
to ke heed what you ſay or believe in this Affair, 
Je t you reproach your Saviour, and injure your 


from a falſe Opinion > Yea, I judge from a 


as uae, 3 
Duddy Stream, which hath no real Foundation in 


_ e Scripture, but as thoſe Aſſerters of this falſe 
by Notion have perverted it, to ſerve their Turn 
o- Y Prein. 5 1 ” 
Ir Bur farther, the Maintainers of this Tenet 


Fave nor thought it enough to ſay, that Jeſus 
Thriſt was made a Sinner; but they have with 


"a equal Injuſtice and Aſſurance affirmed, that he 
y Nas made very Sin too. Dr. Criſp, in the afore- 
- aid Book, Page 401. faith, This Iniquity that the 


ord laid of ours, it was laid upon Chrift, and 


ct 
55 Voone other; it was the moſt marvellous Work that 


ver the Lord did, that he ſhould not only wound 
WChrift for Sin, but make Chriſt Sin itſelf. This 
the Doctor ſuppoſed was well proved from J/a. liit. 
6. and 2 Cor. v. 21, &c. But I purpoſe, as God 
hall enable me, to examine thoſe various Scrip- 
tures, which they imagine ſupport this Doctrine; 
and hope to make it plain, that they are as truly 
figurative Texts, as thoſe are that repreſent Chriſt 


( - MW - 0 ö 
„ 0 be a Lion, a Star, a Door, a Rock, a Vine, c. 
'I 


It is very evident, that all the Scriptures that they 
depend upon, as plain Proofs that Chriſt was made 
very Sin x5 us, are Metonomies, which is a Fi- 
| F 2 gure 


gare frequently to be met with in the Bible 


Ordinance of the Lord's Supper, which the Papitts 
| affirm ro be the real Body and Blood of. -Qur Lord 
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Sometimes you have the Cauſe for, the Effea | 
ſometimes the Effect put for the Cauſe, Oc. vi 
Hits xii. 24. we have the Word. of God there pu 8 
for the Succeſs of it; And the Mord of God ll A 
and Was multiplied : Which intents, that the 
Number of Converts was multiplied. ' In Mark i ix, 
24. Unbelief is put for Faith; Tod 1 believe, hen 
thou mine Unbeltef, ; which doubtleſs is a Prayer 8 
for rhe Ie ing a weak Faich, and not tu 
encreaſe Unbeliel. In Gal. vi. 5 the Croſ 
of Chriſt is put for the Doctrine of Chritt ctuci_ 
fed. In Col. i 1. 20. the Croſs of ' Chriſt i 18 put fol | oh 
his Body; And having. made Peace th 35 4b. 
Blood of his Croſs : which is well underſtood the 
Blood of his Bady. In Heb. viii. 12. you hae 
unrighteous Acts pur for the unrighteous Perſons WW 
or, in other Words; the Crimes are put for thi 
Criminals; For I will be merciful to their Unrigh# 
teouſneſs * the Meaning is, that God would ſhef 
Mercy to the believing repenting Sinners in par. 
doning their T ranſgreſſions : : For God, who is inf 
finitely holy, will never thew any Favour to Sing 
as all Unrighteouſneſs is Sin, which the Holy On 
abhors. In Ta. viii. 13. the Object of "the 100 
put for the Act of Fear. In Ja. i. 18. the Sin id 
put for the Sinner; tho" your Sins be as Scarlet 
they ſhall be as white as. Snom, &c. this cannot bj 
underſtood of Sin, for that can never be made o-. 
therwiſe than odious 1 in God's Sight. In Mari 
xiv. 23, 24. the Cup in the Sacrament is put fol 
the Wine in the Cup. In Mat. xxvi. 26, 288 
Mark xiv. 22, 24. the Body and Blood of out 
Saviour are put for the Bread and Wine in the 


* A Metonomy is a charging or 88 ing vn D or mol 
for another. | 


a5] 
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as the Superlapſarians do of Chriſt being made 
truly and properly Sin, which certainly is not leſs 
ridiculous, nor leſs to the Reproach of our Re- 
deemer, than Tranſubſtantiation is; and the Doc- 
trine of the Bread and Wine in the Lord's Sup- 
per being the real Fleſh and Blood of Chriſt, is as 
well ſupported by Scripture as this Doctrine I am 
contending againſt; for beſides the Texts above- 


mentioned, St. Luke alſo informs us, that our . " | 
Lord called the Bread his Body, Luke xxii. 19. 


which, with what our Lord hath ſaid concernin 
our eating of his Fleſh, and drinking of his Blood, 
in John vi. 51, 53--57. will certainly afford as 
ſtrong and convincing Teſtimonies for the Popiſh 
Doctrine of 'Tranſubſtantiation, as theſe accurate 
Divines have for their novel Doctrine. But as 
there are the ſtrongeſt Arguments poſſible, ſup- 
ported with Scripture, againſt the groſs Opinion, 
that the Papiſts have entertained of the Scriptures 
above quoted; ſo I queſtion not but it will be 
made evident by unanſwerable Arguments, with 
equal Teſtimony from the Scripture, that theſe 
Authors, Cc. have alſo put ſuch groſs Conſtruc- 
tions upon the Texts in Diſpute, as to render 
them as juſtly reprovable; notwithſtanding they 
are fond of being thought Men of greater Light 
than others, as being led by the unerring Spirit, 
and will often talk of being led and enlightened 
into their abſtruſe Opinions. That Text in 2 Cor. 
v. 21. For he kath made him to be Sin for us, 
who knew no Sin; that we might be made the 
Righteouſneſs of God in him; hath been notoriouſly 
wreſted by the Aſſerters of this Doctrine, who 
have not ſhunned to affirm, that this Scripture 
does plainly prove, that our bleſſed Saviour was 
made by his Father very Sin, and very ſinful too. 
Dr. Criſp, in the Book above-mentioned, when 
treating of theſe Words, faith in Page 89. Mark 
| it 
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it well, Chrift RE is not ſo righteous, but we 
are as righteous as he was; nor we ſo compleatly 
finful, but Chrift became, being made Sin, as com- 
Pieatly inful 4s we * Nay more, (lays this ſur- 
priſing Author) The Righteouſneſs that Chriſt hat h 
with the Father, we are the ſame Righteonſneſs ; 
for we are made the Righteouſneſs of God. There 
is much more to the ſame Purpoſe in this Page, 


and the Page before it, which is ſo much like 


Blaſphemy, that I rather chuſe to reſtrain my Pen 
from tranſcribing ſuch lothſome Traſh, and inex- 
plicable Neale, than expoſe it. But by the 
way, we may evidently perceive that the Doctor has 
forfeited the Title of his Book; for if this is ex- 
alting Chriſt alone, I wonder what will be eſteemed 
a degrading him : And how very unjuſtly has he 
treated this Text in each Part of it, by affirming 
that Chriſt was made as ſinful as we are, and that 
we are made as righteous as he is? Now if we 
conſider the real Meaning of the 'Text, the Opi- 
nion of this Doctor and his Adherents muſt fall; 
for it can never bear the Light of Truth. For 
this Text in both Parts of it is metonomically 
ſpoken, and is the Cauſe put for the Effect; and 
the native Language of it is, that God made his 
dear Son a Sin-Offering for us, though he knew 
no Sin; that we might partake. of the promiſed 
Bleflings, or the Righteouſneſs of God in him, 
2. e. that we might partake of all the Bleſſings 
wrapped up in the Covenant of rich Grace. Bur 
more of this by and by. | 
I PRESUME no Man can prove what this 
Doctor, and others of his Sentiments have af- 
firmed, viz. That we are by this Text taught, 
that Chriſt is very Sin, and a very Sinner too. But 
if we do not underſtand the Words to have a dif- 
ferent Meaning than theſe Divines put upon them, 
we ſhall find that inſuperable Difficulties will mn 
l the 
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the Explication of them: For how is it poſſible 
that he ſhould be both the Crime and the Crimi- 
nal too, in a proper Senſe? This is to me inex- 
plicable; but what the Men of this Scheme can 
make of it, I am uncapable to determine, till I ſee 
greater Pertormances than either what their ad- 


2 mired Criſp, or celebrated Huſſey have penn'd. It 
is ſurpriſing to me, if any Man is able to prove, 


that our Lord and Saviour was made Sin in the 


very Abſtract; ſince they mult prove, that he was 
made either original or actual Sin, or both. If 


they will attempt to ſay, that he was made original 


Fin, I muſt deſire them to ſhew me how this can 
be made plain; for I will freely acknowledge that 
II cannot form any Conceptions about it. \ 

vill affirm that our precious Redeemer was made 
actual Sin, or as I have heard it to my Grief ſaid, 
that tney believed him to be made all Sin for 
them; do but ſeriouſly refle& upon this Notion, 


f they 


and ſee what Evil, as well as Abſurdity attends it: 
For is not this the native Style of it, viz. That our 
bleſſed Saviour was made Blindneſs of Mind, 
Hardneſs of Heart, yea, Murder, Adultery, Ly- 


| ing, Pride, Envy, Profaneneſs, Oc. for his People. 


Good Lord! what Blaſphemy and vile Nonſenſe 


| does this appear to be? Surely this Doctrine is 


as vile and ridiculous as Tranſubſtantiation, and I 
cannot perceive but we may as eaſily credit that 
abſurd Notion as this, and that this is equally 
as pernicious, in that this Doctrine muſt greatly 
reflect upon the Holineſs of God, and of Chrift. 
(1.) Ir reflects much upon the Holineſs of God 


the Father, in that it charges him with making 


his holy Son Jeſus the worlt Thing that ever was 


3 in the World; for what is ſo bad as Sin? It 


behold but with Abhorrence. 


makes God the Author of that, which he cannot 
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. (2) Ho W greatly does this pernicious Docs 
trine reflect Diſhonour upon the divine Nature of 


| Chriſt Jeſus > For if his human Nature was made 
Sin, how could his divine Nature hold Union with 


It ? fince Heaven and Hell can as ſoon be united 
as Divinity and Sin. Certainly then this Text is 
as truly a Metonomy, as thoſe Texts that call the 
Bread and Wine in the Sacrament the Body and 
Blood of Chriſt. I am perſuaded that it is to be 
underſtood, that our Lord was made a Sin-Offering, | 


and not Sin properly, but what was the Effect or 


Conſequence of Sin ; for if we had not been Sin- 
ners there would have been no need of any Sacri- 
fice for Sin. But as we had need of ſuch a Sacri- 
fice as Chriſt was made, who was the compleat 
atoning Sacrifice to God for us, when he ſuffered 
the Juſt for the Unjuſt, that he might bring us to 


God; even then was he made an Offering for Sin, 3 


or the Conſequence of Sins, when he underwent 
all the Sorrows, Agonies and Woes, which were 
due to us for Sins, for he was bruiſed for our Ini- 

uities, Ja. li. 5. But farther, methinks that 

ext in Ho. iv. 8. may give us {ome Light in this 
Point ; They eat up the Sin of my People. 1 un- 
derſtand this to be a Charge, which the Lord 
brings againſt the Prieſts, for miſapplying what 
the People brought for Sacrifice ; they eat up the 
Sin of my People, faith the Lord, that is, I judge, 
the Conſequence of Sin, viz. what was brought 
for Sin-Offerings, which the Pricſts either eat in 
their Families, or elſe offered them to Idols, 
whereby the Offerings were deſtroyed as to the 
End deſigned. If the Gentlemen in the other 
Scheme take this to mean Sin really and properly, 
I deſire them to ſhew how the Prieſt, or any other, 
could be ſaid to eat up Swearing, Lying, Murder, 
Theſt, and Adultery, (which are the Sins charged. 


2 upon 
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upon theſe People in the 5th Verſe of this Chap- 
ter) for to me it looks impoſſible. | 1 
= FaxTHER, I cannot but perſuade myſelf, 
that the latter Part of the Text in Diſpute, will 
tend to furnifh us with an Argument againſt this 
Notion, which is ſo generally believed by the Su- 
perlapſarians, viz. of Chriſt being made Sin; for 
am ready to conclude, that theſe Men have all 
long miſtook this Part of the Text alſo, and that 
hey will find it a difficult Task to prove that the 
Righteouſneſs there does intend our juſtifying 
XK ightcouſneſs, and how any of the Children of Men 


an be made truly and properly the Righteouſneſs 
e God. Let your Eyes look without Prejudice 
4 pon the three Verſes before the Text, and the 
oo firſt Verſes in the following Chapter, and 
I bere you will plainly ſee that the Apoſtle is 
"> reating of the great and gracious Deſigns of God, 
6 in reconciling Sinners to himſelf, by the preaching 
. ef the Goſpel ; and pointing it out to us, as the 


glorious Contrivance of the infinite Wiſdom of 
od, to lay the Foundation of our Calling through 
he Sufferings of his dear Son: for it was in (or 


4 hrough) Chriſt, that God was reconciling the 
a World unto himſelf, Verſe the 19th. In the 2oth 
- Perſe the Apoſtle, as an Ambaſſador of Chriſt, be- 


Neeches and intreats them to be reconciled to God; 


es and, in order to engage their Attention and Con- 
he ent, informs them in the Words of the Text, 
m That God had required of Chriſt the Fulfilment of 
2 Mis Engagements, to anſwer for the Sins of the 


People; and that our Redeemer had fulfilled 
that Requirement, in making his Soul an Offering 
tor Sin, vis. to atone for the Sins of the Peo- 
ple, by being made Sin in its Effects or Conſe- 
quences, viz. a Sin-Offering, that ſo we might 
be made the Righteouſneſs of God in him, 2. e. 
Nhe Effects of God's Righteouſneſs. But that this 
1 G may 


Chriſt Jeſus? For if his human Nature was made 


| Conſequence of Sin £ for if we had not been Sin- 


God ; even then was he made an Offering for Sin, 


the Conſequence of Sin, viz. what was brought 
for Sin-Offerings, which the Priefts either eat in 
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(2) Ho greatly does this pernicious Docs 
trine reflect Diſhonour upon the divine Nature of 


Sin, how could his divine Nature hold Union with 
it? ſince Heaven and Hell can as ſoon be united 
as Divinity and Sin. Certainly then this Text is 
as truly a Metonomy, as thoſe Texts that call the 
Bread and Wine in the Sacrament the Body and 
Blood of Chriſt. I am perſuaded that it is to be 
underftood, that our Lord was made a Sin-Offering, 
and not Sin properly, but what was the Effect or 


ners there would have been no need of any Sacri- 
fice for Sin. But as we had need of ſuch a Sacri- 
fice as Chriſt was made, who was the compleat 
atoning Sacrifice to God for us, when he ſuffered 
the Juſt for the Unjuſt, that he might bring us to 


or the Conſequence of Sins, when he underwent 
all the Sorrows, Agonies and Woes, which were 
due to us for Sins, for he was bruiſed for our Ini- 

uities, Ja. liii. 5. But farther, methinks that 
Tert in Hop. iv. 8. may give us {ome Light in this 
Point; They eat up the Sin of my People. I un- 
derſtand this to be a Charge, which the Lord 
brings againſt the Prieſts, for miſapplying what 
the People brought for Sacrifice; they eat up the 
Sin of my People, faith the Lord, that is, I judge, 


their Families, or elſe offered them to Idols, mh, 
whereby the Offerings were deſtroyed as to the 
End deſigned. If the Gentlemen in the other 
Scheme take this to mean Sin really and properly, 
I deſire them to ſhew how the Prieſt, or any other, 
could be ſaid to eat up Swearing, Lying, Murder, 
Theft, and Adultery, (which are the Sins charged, 


upon 
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upon! theſe People in the 5th Verſe of this Chap- 

ter) for to me it looks impoſſible. 

= FaxrTHER, I cannot but perſuade myſelf, 
that the latter Part of the Text in Diſpute, vill 


| 

| tend to furniſh us with an Argument againſt this 
Notion, which is ſo generally belicved by the S- 
1 r viz. of Chriſt being made Sin; for 
am ready to conclude, that theſe Men have all 
long miſtook this Part of the Text alſo, and that 
ut * will find it a difficult Task to prove that the 
1 Righteouſneſs there does intend our juſtifying 
.. = ighteouſneſs, and how any of the Children of Men 
nan be made truly and properly the Righteouſneſs 
ff God. Let your Eyes look without Prejudice 
; pon the three Verſes before the Text, and the 
so firſt Verſes in the following Chapter, and 
2 ere you will plainly ſee that the Apoſtle is 
* 7 treating of the great and gracious Deſigns of God, 
e | Ain reconciling Sinners to Himſelf, by the preaching 
8 1 the Goſpel; and pointing it out to us, as the 
i- lorious Contrivance of the infinite Wiſdom of 
ay od, to lay the Foundation of our Calling through 
is the Sufferings of his dear Son: for it was in (or 
25 Tough) Chriſt, that God was reconciling the 
d | World unto himſelf, Verſe the 19th. In the 2oth 
at | Verſe the Apoſtle, as an Ambaſlador of Chriſt, be- 
a Wcches and intreats them to be reconciled to God ; 
e, 4 End. in order to engage their Attention and Con- 
he ent, informs them in the Words of the Ter, 
* Chat God had required of Chriſt the Fulfilment of 
2 | Ps Engagements, to anſwer for the Sins of the 
ne F Re and that our Redeemer had fulfilled 
er that Requirement, in making his Soul an Offering 
y. for Sin, viz. to atone for the Sins of the Peo- 
=, | 5 "of by being made Sin in irs Effects or Conſe- 

» | 


quences, viz. a Sin-Offering, that ſo we might 
ed Abe made the Righteouſneſs of God in him, by 6. 
on W Effects of God's Righteouſneſs. But that this 

b 6 | may 
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likewiſe God the Father was pleaſed to engage 


may appear in a fuller Light, it may not be im |. 
proper to ſhew, that the Covenant between the |: 

eternal Father and Son laid the Foundation of 
what Chriſt was made for us, and what we are 1 | 
made of God through him: For as this eternal "MB 
Covenant does include what: Jeſus Chriſt was to be, 
and do, in order to give compleat Satisfaction to 
divine Juſtice for our Offences, by his Offering u 

himſelt an acceptable Sacrifice to God for us; oY 


herein, that Chriſt Jeſus fhould, as the Reward of 
his Sufferings, ſee his Seed, Ia li. xo. yea, that . 
he ſhould ſee of the Travail of his Soul to his 8 bh k 
tisfaction, Verſe the 11th. By which I underſtand, 

that as our bleſſed Saviour did perform his Cove 3 
nant-Engagements to the Father, ſo likewiſe the 
Father would not fail to give him the pro- 
miſed Reward, by converting Sinners through the 
Goſpel of his Grace ; and therefore he ſends forth 3 | 
his \inballidces to proclaim his Grace, by ſhew- 
ing, that the exceeding Greatneſs of God's Love 
and Grace has been evidently and emiventy 
made known, by the Gift of his dear Son; and | 
the exceeding Love and Grace has been diſplay 'd 

in the moſt Aurpriſing Manner, by his living a 
mean and humble Life, and dying the moſt pain- FJ 
ful Death, to redeem us from all Iniquity, or de. 1 
liver us from all the dreadful Conſequences of our 
Sins. Wherefore theſe Ambaſſadors muſt not 
ſhun, or ſpare to make uſe of all Seaſons and Ar. 3 
guments to ſhew Sinners the Neceſſity of Tm 7 
tance, or of their being reconciled to God in the 9 
effectual Methods of his Grace and Providence. 1 | 
Now as God hath ſent forth his Miniſters to | 
preach the Goſpel of his Grace, ſo he is vleaſed i 
to clothe it with Power, to make it effectual for | 
the Converſion of Sinners, by which the ſtubborn | 
and rebellious Sinner is overcome ; We 1. Xlvi. 12. 
Roi 
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mz Rom. i. 16, 17. I am not aſhamed of the Goſpel of 
the IE Chrift ; for it is the Power of God unto Salvation 
io every one that believeth + for therein is the 
® Righteouſneſs of God revealed from Faith to Faith; 
which probably is meant from one Degree of 
Faith to another. Now, as the Apoſtle informs. 
"Ms here, that the Righteouſneſs of God is re- 
vealed, by making the Goſpel powerful to the 
Lonverſion of Sinners, or to their Salvation; I do 
Wherefore apprehend the Righteouſneſs here to in- 
end the Faithfulneſs of God, in performing his 
ngagements to our Redeemer, as included in that 
Covenant between them both, before the World 
pegan, (Titus i. 2.) viz. in calling by his Grace 
he choſen People, and making them obedient to 
Ihe Scepter of Chriſt, Pſal. cx. 3. In the ſame 
Way J underſtand the Apoſtle Peter, in 2 Pet. i. 
r. 7o them that have obtained like precious Faith 
with us, through the Righteouſneſs of God, and 
x7 our Saviour Jeſus Chrift, viz. through the juſt 
Obſervance and Fulfilment of all Covenant-En- 
gagements, both of the Father and of the Son; 
and then this Righteouſneſs will be exactly what JI 
1 take the Rightęouſneſs in the Text to be, VIZ. 
the Faithfulneſs of God, which no Man on Earth 
or in Heaven can be made in a proper Senſe ; and 
therefore I muſt conclude, that we are made the 
2X Righteouſneſs of God in a metonomical Senſe only, 
uhich is the Effects of his Faithfulneſs, Mercy and 
Grace. And I perſuade myſelf, that no Man will 
2X preſume to affirm, that we can be made the Faith- 
'F fulneſs, Mercy, and Grace of God, in a proper 
ce. Senſe, and therefore the Text muſt be figuratively 
to underſtood ; and what Figure the Gentlemen of 
this Scheme will find for it, more proper than a 
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others have ſuppoſed to be great Supports of their It | 


 ownſelf bear our Sius in his own Body on the Tree, 


Doctrine, which ſpeak of Chriſt Jeſus bearing our | 
Iniquities, J. lin. 11. For he (meaning Chriſt) 
fall bear their Iniquities. 1 Pet. ii. 24. Who his 


And Iſa. liit. 6. A we like Sheep have gone aftray, © 
we have turned every one to his own Way, and the 
Lord hath laid on him (viz. Chriſt). the Iniquity 
of u all; or hath made the Jniquities of all to 
meet on him, as in the Margin. This laſt Text is the 


* 


Scripture which Dr. Criſp makes the Foundation of 
his ſeveral Sermons, to prove that our bleſſed Lord 
was made a Sinner; and he very injudiciouſly 8 
affirms, that it is the very Fault or Tranſgreſſion 
itſelf, that the Lord laid upon Chriſt. But I pur- 
poſe to make it plain, that this Author is groſſy 
miſtaken in his Opinion about this Text: and that 
it was not the Crime or Fault that was laid upon 
our Saviour, when his Soul was made an Offering 
for Sin; but the Puniſhment or Sufferings which 
was due to us for our Sins, that was laid upon 
Chriſt. This I preſume appears plain from the 
Verſe immediately before, and the Verſe imme- 
diately following the Text. The Verſe before the 
Text is as follows; But he was wounded for our 
Tranſgreſſions, he was bruiſed for our Iniquities; 
the Chaſtiſement of our Peace was upon him, and 
with his Stripes we are healed And the Verſe * 
after the Text, viz. the 7th Verſe, reads thus; He i 
was oppreſſed, and he was afflitied, yet he opened 
aot his Mouth : He is brought as a Lamb to the 
Slaughter, and as a Sheep before her Shearer 18 
dumb, ſo he openeth not his Month. One would 
be ready to conclude, that no Man of Religion 
and Reaſon could ſcruple to underſtand the Text 
in Diſpute, otherwiſe than that the Lord laid on 
his dear Son the Puniſhment due to us for Sin 
galy, and not the Sin itſelf ; eſpecially when tha 

Context 


* 
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Context explains it to us, by his being wounded, 
and bruiſed for our Sins, S. 
Bur what if I ſhould reaſon a little on this 


point, to ſhew theſe Divines how ridiculous their 
Opinion is, by asking, How can this Explication 


(or rather Subverſion of their Text) conſiſt with 
their Opinion of God's infinite Holineſs ? For 
vill they ſuppoſe that the Holy Majeſty of Heaven 


did take Lying, and lay it upon Chriſt : That he 


took Swearing, Blaſphemy, Murder, Theft, Pride, 
Envy, Adultery, Sc. and laid them upon Chriſt. 


Tnis appears to be ſuch ridiculous and nauſeous 


7 Stuff, that one would think no righteous Man 


could endure. Beſides, what do theſe Men con- 
ceive Sin to be, that the very Crime could be laid 
upon the Perſon of Chriſt? Sure they imagine Sin 
to be a Heap of Subſtances, and that the Lord 


bundled them together, and fo laid them on the 


g Head or Back of his ſuffering Son. But certainly 


this is a very rude and extravagant Way of think- 


ing, if they thus conceive of the eternal Father's 
= laying our Iniquities on Chriſt ; for Sin is a Breach 


upon the Royal and Righteous Law of God, ei- 
ther by exceeding the Boundaries which God has 
preſcribed us to keep, or neglecting to do thoſe 
Duties he hath required us to obſerve or do: And 
therefore I ſuppoſe the Fault or Act of Sin cannot 
be laid on any Perſon or 'Thing, becauſe Sin is no 
real Subſtance, Why can't theſe Perſons as well 
conclude, that what the Apoſtle ſays in Col. ii. 1 

muſt he literally underſtood ? viz. Blotting out the 
Hand-Writing of Ordinances, that was againſt us, 
and took it out of the Way, nailing it to his Croſs. 
No Man ſure is ſo ridiculouſly ſanguine as to at- 
firm, that our Lord inſcribed the Jewiſh Ordi- 
nances or Cuſtoms, and faſtened them with Nails 
to his Croſs ; and yet I cannot fee but this may as 
reaſonably be affirmed, as that our Lord had the 


very | 
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very Ads of Sin laid upon him. And I muſt deſize 


the Maintainers of this Opinion, (viz. That our 
Saviour had the very Fault or Crime itſelf laid upon 


him, and that he did bear the very Iniquities and 


Tranſgreſſions of his nn to conſider how con- 


trary this is to what the Evangeliſt informs us 


was the Meaning of that Prophecy; Surely he hath 3 | 


Born our Griefs, and carried our Sorrows, Ifa.\iii. 4. 


vis. that it was fulfilled by our Lord's healing the "8 
+. Diſeaſes of the People, Mat. viii. 16, 17. When 


the Even was come, they brought unto him. many 


that were poſſeſſed of Devils; and he caſt out the f | 


Spirits with his Word, and healed all that were AF 


by Eſaias the Prophet, ſaying, Himſelf took our In- 34 
FArmities, and bare our Sickneſſes. 1 am not with. 


out Hope, that what the Evangeliſt aſſures us was | 


the fulfilling this Propheſy, will be eſteemed a ſuf- 
ficient Expoſition of the real Intent of it: But if 
any of this Scheme which I am oppoſing, will not 


fatisfy themſelves with what one Part of Scripture 
fays to explain another, I am ready to believe | 
they will not be able to produce any thing con- 
fiſtent to their own Scheme, free from inexplicable 8 
Perplexities, and vile Nonſenſe. For if this Text 
that ſpeaks of our Lord's taking our Infirmities, 
and bearing our Griefs or Sickneſſes, muſt be 


conftrued in the ſame Method that they have con- 


ſtrued the 6th and 11th Verſes, concerning our 
Lord's bearing our Iniquities, then I believe that 


the Conſequence of ſuch an Explanation will be 


this, viz. That our Lord took upon himſelf, or 
did bear, the Palſy of the Centurion's Servant, 


(Mat. viii. 5, 6, 13.) and therefore by this No- 


tion he muſt be a Paralytick. Our Lord alſo, (as 
we read in the 14th and 15th Verſes) cures Simon 
Peter's Wife's Mother of a Fever; and therefore, 
if the bearing of Sickneſs in the Text is to be un- 
ts | derſtood 1 


” 
% 
* 44 


tm martialh tried by the Seriptufe. 4% 
erſtood according to Chriſt's bearing our Sins, in 
95 the Senſe theſe Authors expound it, then our Lord 
"Mc mult alſo be ſick of the Fev cr, when he had wrought 


* 


this Cure upon the Woman. And what can we 


» 


lay to excuſe the Conſequences that will follow this 
us Way of explaining, or rather confounding the Gti 
FVerſe, which is the Verſe that the Apoſtle refers 
4 0, as the fulfilling. of the Propheſy 2 ben the 
he ven was come, they brought unto him many that 
were: poſſeſſed of Devils * And he caft oat the Spirits 

vitb his Word, and healed all that were fick. 
And then follows, That it might be fulfilled which 
was ſpoken by Eſaias the Prophet, ſaying, * 
ook our Infirmities, and bare our Sickneſſes. If 
— EWothing elſe will deter them from their Way of 
expounding Scripture, one would hope that the 
Conſideration of the {ad Conſequences that will at- 
tend that Method, will prevent them herein; ſince 
what the Jews wickedly {aid of our Lord in John 
x. 20. would be moſt plainly countenanced hereby. 
Therefore as our Lord's bearing our Griefs or Sick- 
WJ neſs, and carrying our Sorrows or Infirmities, 
does not intend that he was made ſick or leprous, 
Ec. when he healed thoſe Diſtempers, but that he 

-** F bare them away, or removed them from thoſe that 

he cured ; fo I am confident, that theſe Men who 
2 affirm that Jeſus Chriſt was made very Sin, and a 
Sinner in our room, have greatly miſtook the 
Scriptures which they pretend includes their Opi- 
nion. I do therefore deſire all ſuch as have im- 
bibed the Criſpean Doctrine, to be very careful 
for the future of the Character of our Saviour, and 
take heed leſt they make too bold with his ſacred 
Name, by adventuring to call Chriſt a Sinner; for 
whoever will adventure thus to call our dear Re- 
deemer, are certainly guilty of ſpeaking Blaſphe- 
my, let their Deſign be never ſo pretendedly reli- 

gious. — 4 — Sheet ä 
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Bo x probably I ſhall be eſteemed a very cen⸗ 
ſorious Writer, by charging it as Blaſphemy on 
theſe Authors, Ec. for ſaying, that Chriſt was 
„ made a Sinner, or Sin in a proper Senſe: To 
which I reply, that my Deſign is not to cenſure 
their Ends herein, but to diſcover the evil 'Ten- 
dency of their Doctrine only, which I judge they 


ſtanding I believe theſe Men to be better than 
their Doctrines, yet I ſhall not think one Jot the 
better of their Doctrine, becauſe I have Charity 


or Tongue it will. A falſe Opinion is as bad in 
a good Man's Head, and from his Pen, as it is in 
the Head, or from the Pen of a vile Sinner. Nay, 
I think a ſinful Tenet or Maxim appears with 
more Deformity from the Lips of good Men, than 
from the Lips of an unconverted Sinner, if the lat- 
ter keeps an equal Decency in his Words and 
Temper at the ſame time; and probably it may 
prove of more peruicious Conſequence from the 
Pen or Lips of a Man of a religious Character 
than from another. For certainly the better Opi- 
nion we entertain of the Perſon that pretends to 
inſtruct us, the readier we are to receive his Doc- 
trine, and the more likely to drink down the Pot- 
ſon, without making any Scruple, than if it came 
from a Perſon that we had no Liking to. And I 
will not ſcruple to ſay, that I can never believe 
that this ridiculons Doctrine would have been em- 
braced by many that have received it, it they had 
not been attacked by Men whom they had firſt 
entertained a great Opinion of, as ſuch whom 
they eſteemed good Men; and this great Opinion 
of their Goodneſs has proved a Snare to Jn 
Souls 
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are ignorant of, or elſe I perſuade myſelf that they ⁵⁶ 
would not (many of them) for the whole World 
aſſert or maintain their Opinions. But notwith- 


for them; for it is my ſettled Opinion, that Error 
is equally the ſame, let it come from whoſe Hand 


rede on B& 


. 


, 4 2 5 r - . | 
Tmpartially tried by the Scripture 49 
Souls. I am ready to believe, that all falſe Opi- 
nions among Chriſtians have received their Admit- 
rance at this Door, being over credulous or ſubject 
ro believe what ſuch Men teach, throngh a vain 
Conceit that they received this Knowledge from 
above; when it may juſtly be feared, that their 
ride to introduce a new Doctrine, has ſpurred 
nem on to form their new Schemes, under a ſpe- 
ious Pretence of exalting Chriſt more than others; 
ut, alas! their Schemes tend to debaſe the Lord 
eſus, while it exalts themſelves in the Opinion of 
hoſe who are fond of all that proceeds from their 
Pain Imaginations. For who but Men of a vehe- 


ent Thirſt after Novelty, could embrace ſuch _ 
urious Stuff, as flowed from the Pens of Dr. 


43 reous, but we are as righteous as he was; nor we 
% compleatly ſinful, but Chriſt became, being made 
i, as compleatly ſinful as we. If this Doctrine 
Wcxalts Chriſt, and lays the Creature low ; then 
may we gather Grapes of Thorns, and Figs of 
= Thiftles : For certainly by the ſame Way of Rea- 
Zoning as this accurate Doctor makes ule of to prove 
Chriſt a Sinner, all Men that have the Righteouſ- 
2Fneſs of Chriſt imputed to them, muſt be their own 
aviours; for Sinner and Saviour in this Point, L 
conceive are as truly the Antitheſes to each other, 
as ſinful and righteous is; which 1 think is de- 
monſtrated thus, viz. If by the Imputation of our 
"Fcondemning Sins to Chriſt, he was made a Sinner; 
then by the Imputation of his ſaving Righteouſ- 
neſs to us, we are made Saviours. And how any 
one who approves the Doctor's Maxim can reject this 
as a Conſequence of his Opinion, may be juſtly 
wonder d at; for it ou as palpably his Deſign, 

as 
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this Divine was ſetting up the Creature in the | 3 7 
Throne, and debaſing the mighty Saviour to the 


ty, and is lent from Hand to Hand, as if the Au- 


He ſhall drink of the Brook in the Way. And iv} 


. 
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as Words can well deſcribe a Man's Mind, thar 


Dunghill : What elſe can be the Meaning of what 
he ſays i in the ſame Page, as his Sentiments upon L 
the fore-cited Text, viz. The Ri ghteouſneſs that A 
Chrift hath with the Father, we are the ſame Rigb. 
teouſueſs; for we are made the Righteouſneſs #0 4 
God. That very Sinfulneſs that we were, Chrift is 
made that very Sinfulneſs before God. So that. 4 
here is a dire Change © Chriſt takes our Perſons Of 
and Conditions, and ſtands in our ſtead; we take b 
Chriſt's Perſon and Condition, and fand in his I 
ſtead, &c. I know not what Conſtruction more 
favourable to put upon this Author, than that heli p 
had loſt himſelf in the thick Clouds of his own | q ; 
Imagination, and knew not what he writ ; for 1 
will adventure to ſay, that no Man can prove this 1 9 
Doctrine agreeable either to Scripture or Reaſon: F 
and yet this Book is admired and careſſed, as if it Al 

contained the moſt profound Truths of Chriſtiani- | Z 


thor was inſpired by the infallible Spirit of Wil 2 
dom and Knowledge; by which Means the poor 
People are drawn into groſs Miſtakes, and are 
taught to ſay that of their Redeemer which che 
Scripture condemns ; 1 Cor. xii. 3. Wherefore il 
give you to underſtand, that no Man ene ay 24 
the Spirit of God, calleth Jeſus accurſe | 
Mx. Huſſey, in his Book intitled, The Excel. * 
lency of Chriſt viadicated, hath taken a great deal 1 
of Pains to prove, that our bleſſed Saviour was by 
Imputation not only a guilty Sinner, but filthy too. 
In Page 490. he faith, God laid the Defilement F 
and Pollution of our Sins upon the undefiled Sacri- 
fice ; which he attempts to prove from Pſal. cx. 7-þ 


W . nnn 


1 


Page 492. ſays, The Spot g Si in, the Filth and [| 
Pollutions 


= TInpartially tried by the Scripture. 31 
hat BR Pol utions of Sin, were imputed to him by his Fu- 
the Wi: her, and put upon Chrifs Account; this he pre- 
the ¶ tends to prove by Ja. lit, 6. But as T have before 


OY 
"+ 
* 


hat gare my Opinion of this Text in Jaiah, I ſhall 
pon not repeat it here, tho? this Author pleads it as 3 
hat Proof to this Tenet ; if the Reader hath forgot 
/ 6 hat is ſaid there, in order to remove the falſe 
of 


OWN 8 
Yr. I Pollution ever was, or can be imputed, it ſtands ſo 
this remote to the Nature of Things. Neither am I 
on: Fable to underſtand what Advantage can accrue 
if it from {ach daring Attempt, unleſs this Author de- 
ant- WF ſigned hereby to eſtabliſn their unſcriptural Doc- 
Au- trine of imputative Sanctification, tho? at the Ha- 
Vi- zard of the ſacred Character of Chrift Jeſus, whoſe 
Door BF Excellency the Title of his Book bound him to vin- 
are dicate. But what he hath wrote under Pretence of 
the FF explaining that Text, He ſhall drink of the Brook 
re I'S in the Way; Plal. cx. 7. does certainly greatly de- 
" by Fpretiate both Chrift Jeſus and his holy Father. 

The Odiouſneſs of his Compariſon does plainly ap- 
pear in his defcanting upon this Text, by affirm- 

ing, that the Brook Cedron, or Kidron, is here al- 
s by F luded to, becaufe our Lord croſſed that Brook 
too. when he went into the Garden, (where his Suffer- 
nent ings commenc'd) to receive the Cup at the Hands 
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'cri- of his righteous Father; from which this Author 
7-3 was pleaſed to infer, that the Potion of Sorrows 
d in included therein, was juſtly to be compared to the 
ani unclean Waters of Kidron, whereinto the Unclean- 
ire H 2 | __neſles 


* oh 
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neſſes of the. idolatrous Places of Worſhip were I r 
caſt. And after he has given an Account and Del v 
{cription of this unclean Brook, he ſays all he can, "MF F 
4 more than became him, (as a Vindication J 
NE Saviour's Excellencies; yea, and more than 
becomes the meaneſt Profeſſor of Chriſtianity) to 
prove (if it had been poſſible) that our Lord re. 
ceived all the Pollutions of our Sins at the Hands 
of his Father, as included in the Cup which i; 
mentioned in John xviii. 11. But is this dealing 
juſtly by the metaphorical Scriptures ? Or. was 10 
poſſible for this Author to offer a greater Abuſe =" 
| the ſacred Word, and tothe holy Character of the 
a bleſſed Redeemer, than what he has falſly inferred 
4 from this Text? And after this ridiculous Writer 4 
alt — ſeems conſcious to himſelf, that he had done enough 
to prove that our Lord did drink a moſt lothlome 
and filthy Draught, and that he muſt needs be bY 
Imputation filthy, he attempts to remove the O- 
dium, that one would conclude muſt attend hi! 
M Doctrine of making Chriſt inherently filthy, by 1 
1 very extraordinary and fooliſh Simile ; which is 
1 That a Drop of Ink, dropped upon a Globe of beate 
Braſs as big as this Earth, could not defile that 
FR Globe. But methinks this Writer hath not ſuited 
5 this Simile to anſwer his former Work; for hereby 
wal the Filthineſs of our Sins appear to be greatly ex- 
"TA tenuated, that it ſhould be compared to a Drop 
A only, and not to a Flood of Filthineſs, that has 4 
6 been running ever ſince Adam. Secondly, His Si- 
1 mile does not ſuit to the Suppoſition that our Lord 
„ drank this filthy Cup, which he tells us was given 
1 him by his fo Sea for in his Simile he repreſents 
5 the Pollution as being dropped upon Chriſt, but 
this no ways agrecth to his TONS of a filthy \ 
Potion, which he has endeavoured to prove before: 
5 For if he would have rendered his Simile conſo- 
nant to > his Doctrine, he ſhould have wa” f 
the 
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| of formance all of a- piece would tend to leſſen the 
han Reader's Eſteem of it, and ſo prevent his imbibing 
to the corrupt Opinion, which he with all his Might 
re. vas endeavouring to eſtabliſh, to the Reproach of 
nd; he eternal Father, and his holy Son. For if the 
1 is holy God cannot look upon, ſo filthy a Thing as 


ling Pin is, but with the utmoſt Abhorrence ; then 
as 1 rertainly it muſt be a vile Reproach to his infinite 
e to Holineſs, to ſay, that he gave a polluted Draught 


the Into the Hands of his dear Son. And I conceive, 
hat it can be no leſs Diſhonour to the immaculate 
riter Saviour, to teach that he received this into his 
bug ery Soul; for what he ſuffered from his Father's 
and were internal Sorrows ; the exceeding 

e by Weight of theſe Sufferings produced that ſore 
O-FAgony in the Garden, and his bloody Sweat, and 
his cauſed him to utter that Heart-breaking Complaint 
by a to his Diſciples, My Soul is exceeding ſorrow} 
h is unto Death; tarry ye here and watch. There- 
atedi fore I conclude, that the Sufferings our Lord un- 
that derwent for us, are rather to be taken in the 
uited e Senſe of the Bitterneſs of them, than that there 
rebyF was any Filth included in what he drank. But 
ex why ſhonld I fay rather? ſince I do not believe it 
Drop is in any wiſe Preſumption to ſay, twas impoſſible 
t has any Filth could be in that Cup; and that it is no 


is Si- better than Blaſphemy, to ſay it was polluted. So 
Lordi that it is not poſſible that this celebrated Author's 
given Opinion of the Text in John, or of that in the 
ſents ¶ Pſalms, can be agrecable to the Meaning of them. 
„ but For if that Text in the Pſalms (He ſhall drink of 
filthy the Brook in the Way) does refer to our Lord's 
fore: exquiſite Sufferings in the Garden, and on the 
onſo- Croſs, as I am oi Opinion it may; then I appre- 
1onedF hend, that we are to underſtand hereby, that he 
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ment, at the right Hand of his Father in Heaven. 1 1 


And as our Lord is pleaſed to repreſent thoſe 
mighty Sufferings by his drinking of a Cup, which 
is a Metaphor frequently uſed in Scripture, to {ct 


forth either ſmiling, or ſmiting Providences : Some- # 
times we read of a Cup of Conſolation and Salva- x 
tion, and at other Times of a Cup of Wrath, and 4 

Sc. all which are = 
deſigned to hold forth to us x various Diſpenſa- . L 


a Cup of Fury and Trembling, 


tions of divine Providence. And as our Saviour | 


makes uſe of this Metaphor here, and in his Prover i 


to his Father, entreats that if it was poſſible this 
Cup might paſs from him; we may J preſume call 


it a moſt bitter Potion, made up with the moſt 4 
a Cup of Trem- 
bling and Aftoniſtimenr, 3 was Wrath and 
Juſtice, without any Mixture of Mercy, but free 
And therefore if this is his 
drinking of the Brook in the Way, then ſurely it 


bitter and cbrroſive Ingredients ; 


from any Defilement. 


will be x more agreeable to underſtand, that the bit- 


ter Waters of Mara are alluded to 'by the Brook, 


rather than the unclean Waters of Kidron; and 
eſpecially, as the Children of Irael met with theſe 
bitter Waters in their Marches thro? the Wilder- 


neſs, to their Land of Peace and Reſt. I cannot 


think but this is a more ſafe and commendable In- 
ſtance to apply to, as a Type of the bitter Cup 


which our Lord drank of, than what this Author 


hath pointed out to his Readers. 

Bur if the Men that pretend to exalt Chriſt, 
by vindicating his divine and human Excellencies, 
will give themſelves the unbecoming and unchri- 
ſtian Liberty, to write and preach all that occurs 
to their chimerical Fancics ; no wonder if their 
Conſequences are extravagantly erroneons, and 
tend to caſt very groſs Reflections upon the = 
: wiſe 


Was to partake of inconceivable Sorrows and Suf. if E 
feri rings in the Way to his Exaltation, or Inſtat. = 
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= TInpartially tried by the Scriptufe. 54 
Sof. viſe and Almighty Jehovah, in the glorious De- 


09 
oy 
172 
WA 
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me- ſelf, is a ſpurious and unchriſtian Doctrine; in all — 
Iva. Points as vile and ridiculous as the Popiſh Doc- 
and #@rine of Tranſubſtantion, if not more vile, and 
are Wnuſt be attended with very dangerous Conſequen- 
na- 1 
our 5 2 
yer lately, to countenance great Sins, by pleading that 
this the Sins reproved for, was none of their's, but 
call Chriſt's, as they were laid upon him, and thereby 
10ſt made his Sins; which makes it too plain, that the 
-m- Conſequence of this Doctrine is calling Jeſus ac- 
nd curſed. | 
ree Br before I leave their Doctrine of eternal 
juſtification, I purpoſe to take notice how they 
have endeavoured to engage ſome Texts of Scrip- 
dit - ture to ſpeak for their Opinions of eternal Juſtifi= 
ok, ¶ cation and Adoption: And I hope thro' divine Aſ- 
nd EE fiitance to make it evident, that theſe Authors 
and Preachers have put very wrong Conſtructions 
er- upon the ſacred Scriptures, which they have pro- 
10r duced as the Baſis of their Opinions, notwith- 
In- ſtanding they are exceeding poſitive in their Aſſer- 
tions concerning the Validity of their Do&rines. 
A late Writer of theirs does not ſpare to affirm, 
that the Apoſtle Paul was actually reconciled to God 
whilſt ke Was a Perſecutor ; and quotes Rom. v. 
10. for the Proof of his Afertion ; F when we 
2 were Enemies, we Were reconciled to God by the 
Death of his Sen; much more, being reconciled, 
de ſhall be ſaved by his Life. Now who can un- 
derſtand this Author, otherwiſe than repreſenting, 


Ar. Brine, in Anſwer to Mr, Bragg. 


the 


2 r : 
8 r 
— 


— 4 
: — 
—— ͤ— 


* — — . — 
D HR ER a} 7 
I 2 + 
Zo oboe oo 


O K - N * 3 
* E > a * * 7 * . » * * 
nee =, _ r — Are 2 
_ oy Mie ns. 2 3 > — N 


A * © 
boy mtr os Sher hy 2 
- * * - 


— 
- 


— - 
Lee eo 


7 » M 
— 


25 
MENS. — 


£ 
* 
46 
: 
$f? 
+. i, 
4 
1951 
1 
* 
* 


he intends that God was actually reconciled to 


tradict what he has wrote elſewhere, to prove 


* 


36 The Superlapſarian SCH BME. Y 
the Meaning of the Text to be this, viz. That 
Paul was actually reconciled to God when an obe. 
dient Believer, becauſe he was attually reconciled 
while a rebellious Unbeliever © If this is not the q | 
very Import of this Writer's Opinion of the Text, 
I ſhould be glad to know what he means; for if * 


Paul while he was a Perſecutor, (which I conceive 
is more agreeable to his Scheme) yet the Senſe > 
which he is pleaſed to put upon the Words, will 
{till appear as inconſiſtent to good Senſe, as it 
is poſſible to be worded : For then his Explica- 
tion of them will render the Meaning to be as fol- 
lows, viz. That God was attually reconciled to 
Paul, when he was an obedient Believer, becauſe 
be was actually reconciled to him while a diſobe- © 
dient Unbeliever. So that whether this Gentleman 
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intends Paul's being reconciled to God, or Gods 
being reconciled to Paul; it will not free him 
from perverting the Senſe of the Text, whereby 
he repreſents the Apoſtle's Meaning to be perfect | 
Nonſenſe, as well as bad Divinity ; for hereby 
they have conſtrued the Apoſtle's Meaning to con- 
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that we have a Mediator and Interceſſor with God; 
but if God was always actually reconciled, there 
can be no need of theſe Offices. Therefore if 
theſe Authors will pretend to defend what they 
have repeatedly aſſerted, it is of abſolute Neceſſity ⁶ 
that they reconcile their Doctrine to the Office 
of a Mediator; or elſe prove, if they are able, 
that Chriſt Jeſus does not ſuſtain this important 
Office: Or, if he is a Mediator, that the Office is 
needleſs, and that he only bears the mere Form 
and Name of the Office, without SG it. 
Then alſo muſt they remove the comfortable Hope 
and Belief of our having a conſtant and prevalent 
Interceſſor with God for us: for, as I have inti- 
mated 
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Inpartialiy tried by the Scripture. 59 
be, mated before, this Notion of eternal actual Re- 
%% © conciliation, ſets aſide the gracious Offices of a 
=X Mcdiator, and Interceſſor, Sc. which Jeſus our 


wg 1 Nedeemer ſuſtains. Therefore I judge it is paſt 
„Diſpute, that the inſpired Apoſtle has a quite dif- 
ferent Meaning than what this Author repreſents 
nim to have; and I think it is of neceſſary Impor- 
Fance, that the miſtaken Men of this Scheme 
hould ſeek for a new Expoſition of this Text, or 
iſe acknowledge their Ignorance in the Myſtery 
Pontained in it. | 
Ay if it is expected that I ſhould give my 
wn Opinion of the Text, I ſhall humbly offer it 
in few Words, as follows, viz. Icannot but eſteem 
more agreeable, to underſtand that the Deſign of 
ie Apoſtle herein, is to inform us, that the Death 
"Sf Chriſt was the virtual Cauſe of God's being re- 
5 Fonciled to his choſen People, and of our Reconci- 
*FHation to God, in all the Methods of his ſtupen- 
_ *DQous Grace and Providence. God was hereby re- 
ponciled to his Ele&, by Virtue of the Price of 
dur Redemption, or Pardon, now laid down; for 
ve de have Redemption, or the Forgiveneſs of Sins, 
d. hrough Chriſt's Blood, (Epheſ. 1. 7. Col. i. 14.) 
Our Reconciliation to God was procured hereby; 
ir as by the dying Love of Jeſus, the Way for the 
Flowings of the divine Grace to reach our Souls, 
y and draw us to an hearty Compliance to the Will 
of God, is more fully and plainly revealed. Bur 
what the Superlapſarians teach and write, of God's 
being actually reconciled to the Ele&, or the Elect 
being actually reconciled to God before Faith, is 
teaching what the Scripture is entirely ſilent about, 
and what is oppoſite to all Reaſon and ſound Ar- 
x gument : Nay, it oppoſeth the Offices which our 
great Redeemer ſuſtains, and many plain Texts of 
g >cripture beſides ; as, Rom. v. 1. 2 Cor. v. 20. 
Ia. xxvii. 5, Certainly then theſe Men muſt be 
; I miſtaken, 
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8 _ The Superlapſarian SEHEME 1 
miſtaken, when they affirm, that the Elect ars 9 
actually reconciled to God, or that God is ſo recon- =D I 
ciled to them, while they are in a ſinful and un- I 
converted State ; for while they are Enemies ty 
God, there is no Reconciliation towards God in 
them, and therefore they are not actually re 
conciled, neither is God fo reconciled to * 1 
until they repent of their Sins and Rebellen 4 
againſt him, and believe in the only atoning Sacri- 
fice : For I conceive, that the Price of Pardon, or ³ 
the Atonement, muſt be pleaded, either by the 
believing Soul, or elſe by his Advocate above for 
him. And I am. of Opinion, that the repenting 
and believing Soul's ls with God for the 
ſake of Chriſt, is intended by that Text in J. 
xxvii. 5. Or let him take hold of my eee A 
(faith the Lord) that he may make peace with me, L. 
and he fhall make peace with me. What the .. 
perlapſarians urge on this Head, as the Reconci- 33 
liation or Juſtification which they contend is an 
Act in God, I fhall treat of hereafter in its proper 
Place, and not trouble the Reader with it here; 
but proceed to ſhew, that notwithſtanding I believe 
that Faith 1s neceffary i in all capable Beings, as a 
mete Qualification for this actual Reconciliation A 
which I am treating for, yet it is as truly of Grace, 
as if no Faith was required ; ſince Faith nll 
Repentance) is the Gift of God, whether it be 
conſidered as an Eye, an Hand, or a Power in the 
Soul-: For our Juſtification is of' (or through) 1 . 
Faith, that it might be of Grace, Rom. iv. 16. 
Now as Faithis the Gift or Grace of God wrought 
in us, whereby the Soul is enlightned to behold a 
Preciouſneſs in Chriſt, and a compleat Suitableneſs 
in his Merits, to free him from all his Guilt ; ſo! 
is it likewiſe ſtrengthned hereby to go to Chriſt, 4 
and lay hold of him as the Lord his Righteouſneſs, 


or at leaſt to rely and truſt alone in the! 9 
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Hueſtion if many, nay, if moſt of the Children of 


1 


Cod, do not paſs thro' their Pilgrimage State 
uithout any certain Knowledge of their Juſtifica- 
> tion. For which Reaſon I am a little ſurprized, 
hat the Men in the other Scheme will adventure 
Fo ſay, that Juſtification by Faith, is no more 
than the Manifeſtation of what the Believer's State 
vas from Everlaſting ; or that the Act of Juſtifica- 
tion was paſſed in Eternity; and that when they 
ppelieve, Juſtification is manifeſted to them. But 
"*Kertainly we muſt be very uncharitable to the 
greateſt Part of exemplary Chriſtians, if we will 
not admit any to be true Believers, but ſuch as 
have the undoubted Manifeſtation of their being 
in a juſtified State. I cannot be perſuaded but 
many real Chriſtians, viz. ſuch as have ſeen a 
2X Preciouſneſs in Chriſt, and have felt Breathings and 
Longings of Soul after him, have not arrived to a 
be Nlanifeſtation of their undoubted Intereſt in him, 
thei | or of the pardoning Love and Grace of God ; but 
ugh) have been ſupported only under their many Fears, 
16. by ſome good Degree of Hope, and a Faith of 
ught iP Dependance on Chriſt Jeſus. This I judge is the 
moſt comfortable Attainment which many of the 
nels Children of God arrive to in this Life: And not- 
"2 withſtanding this is but a lower Degree of true 
wilt, Faith, yet it is of abſolute Neceſſity to our Juſti- 
2 fication ; ſince the Tenor of the Scripture informs 
ents us, that we are juſtified by or thro? Faith. And 
= 1 14 | tho“ 


„ 


_ © Sabtertuge in all their Debates : But to him that 


60 Me Superlapſarian Sen EME 3 
tho? it is not of Neceſſity to our Juſtification, that 
we ſhould know it; yet I am well ſatisfied, that 
we muſt have ſuch a Degree of Faith in the Re.. 
deemer, as to depend entirely upon his Merits 
and Satisfaction for the Pardon of our Sins, and 
the Acceptation of our Perſons and Service with 
Ou» for we are accepted only through the Be- 
loved. <3; = 74 


TRE ſame Impediments will lie in the Way of 
their ſuppoſed eternal actual Juſtification, as mention» Ii 
ed above, to oppoſe their Doctrine of eternal Recon- 
ciliation. And I am perſuaded, that ten thouſand 
of their Arguments will not be ſufficient to remove 
the dead Weight that obſtructs their Opinion 
herein; for unleſs they can produce plain Serip- 
ture for their Doctrine, all their Arguments will 
be eſteemed as weak Reeds, or mere ſophiſti- 
cal Reaſonings. But left they ſhould imagine that 
ſome Parts of the ſacred Writings favour! their O. 

inion of Juſtification, I ſhall not omit any of thoſe 
"ou that occur to my Mind, which they are 
ſubject to urge as Supports to it, in order to ſhew 


their Miſtakes therein. That Text in Rom. iv. 5, | 
1s the moſt material Scripture for their Purpoſe | 


that I know in all the Bible, and is made their laſt 


worketh not, but believeth on him that juſtifieth the 7 
Lagodly, his Faith is counted for Righteouſneſs. * 
We are not to underſtand hereby, that the Be- 
liever is excuſed, or thinketh himſelf excuſed from 
doing good Works ; but that he does not work 
with Expectation of being juſtified by them, but 
by Grace alone, whereby his Obligation to work | ? 
for the Glory of God, is much more incumbent in 
his View, and in Reality alſo. And the Believer's 
Faith being counted for his Righteouſneſs, I un- 
derſtand, that what Faith applies to, and lays hold 
ot, is intended hereby, and not the Act of Faith 
only; 
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1 Impartially tried by the Scripture. Gs 
only; for what Faith is without an Object, is to 
me an inexplicable Myſtery. But this I ſuppoſe 
does not relate to the Diſpute I am engaged in at 
preſent, and therefore 1 ſhall apply myſelf to what 


n 
© 


d is my Buſineſs with the Text, in this Debate. 
Here the Superlapſarians imagine is a plain and 
ample Proof of their Doctrine of Juſtification before 
Faith, becauſe the Text ſpeaks of God's juſtifying 
the Ungodly ; which, ſay they, muſt intend Perſons 
in an unconverted State. And what if I ſhould 
"Frankly allow, that all ungodly. Perſons are in a 
State of Sin and Rebellion againſt God; and that 
FJyhereſoever the Scripture calls a Man or Woman 
uyngodly, that it intends they are in a ſinful and 
—Anrenewed State; yet I preſume that it will not 
add fo much Weight to our Opponents Cauſe, but 
that it may without great Difficulty be removed. 
For as the Apoſtle is, by a long Train of Argu- 
ments, proving that our Juſtification is by Faith, 
throughout this and the following Chapter; it is 
therefore highly irrational to ſuppoſe that he ſhould 
intend here, that the Believer was pardoned and 
accepted of God while he was in Unbelief: for 
this would render the Apoſtle's Meaning as re- 
"X mote from good Senſe as poſſible, and as ridicu- 
7 lous as if he ſhould ſay, If you believe, you ſpall 
Have Righteouſneſs imputed to you for your Fuftifi- 
cation, becauſe that Righteouſneſs was imputed to 
= gou while you were Unbelievers, or ungodly Sin- 
ners. If this is not the native Style of their Doc- 
trine, then will J ſubmit to be cenſured for an 
Idiot; while the Conſequence of their Doctrine 
reflects as great Diſhonour upon the Apoſtle Paul, 
which ſets his Writings in one Part of this Chap- 
ter at variance with what he has wrote in the 
other Parts of it, as will be caſily ſeen, by read- 


* 


ing the latter Part of the 11th Verſe: That he 


= (meaning Abrabam) might be the Father of all 
qv them 


62 TheGuperlapſarian 8c EME 'Y 
them that believe, tho they be not circumciſed 
that Righteouſneſs might be 4 . unto them al. 
Here it appears evident, that Faith is neceſſary to 
the Imputation of Righteouſneſs ; but that it could 
not be, if, according to the Opinion of theſe Di. 
vines, Righteouſneſs was imputed before Conver. 

tion, nay, from Everlaſting. How plainly does 
this Opinion alſo confront what is included in the 
23d and 24th Verſes of this Chapter? Now it 

(viz. the Promiſe) was not written for his Sake 
alone, that it was imputed to him But for 'us 
alſo, to whom it ſhall be impated, if we believe on 
him that raiſed up Jeſus our Lord from the dead. 
What Words can more plainly: prove, that we are 
not mete to be juſtified, or to have Righteouſneſs 
imputed to us till we believe? And it muſt be 
moſt abſurdly ſtrange, as well as contrary to the 
Tenor of Scripture,” that God ſhould pardon a Sin- 
ner while in the Height of his Wickedneſs, and 
accept him as righteous through Chriſt, by impu- 
ting that ſpotleſs Righteouſneſs to him for his Juſti- 
fication, while an Enemy to God, and in Servitude 
to his Luſts. But let us hear what the Scripture 
farther faith, to prove that we are juſtified by, or 
through believing ; Gal. iii. 24. Wherefore the 
Law was our School-mafter, to bring us unto Chrift, 
that we might be juſtified by Faith. And in the 
8th Verſe we read thus; Aud the Scripture fore- 
ſeeing that God would juftify the Heathen through 
Faith, Sc. That we are juſtified through Faith, 
is plain in all the Goſpel ; but that Righteouſneſs | 

is imputed before Faith, is the mere Conjectures 


* 


and Aſſertions of Men, which has neither the 
Scripture nor Reaſon to ſupport it. ] 
I SHALL quote one or two Texts more to prove, 
that the Scripture is a Stranger to this Doctrine ot 
eternal Juſtification, notwithſtanding the Writers 
for it are ſo reſolute in their Cauſe, and wiſe _ I 
what 
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1 Impartially tried by the Scripture. 63 
hat is written in the Bible, which faith ; I is one 


o 
5 


* 


and the Uncircumciſion through Faith, Rom. ut. 


be tle knew of any ſuch Doctrine as eternal Juſtifica- 
ion, it appears neceſſary that he ſhould havg ſhewn, 
What the Imputation of Righteouſneſs was as early 


% pon us as the Effects of Adanbs Sin. No, but 
1 days the Apoſtle, by one Man's Diſobedience we 
% pere made Sinners; here you have it in the paſt 


"Lenſe : But the Effects of the one Man's perfect 


= bedience is ſpoke in the future Tenſe; /o by the 


be Pbedience of one, ſpall many be made righteous. 
he Bur farther, if a late * Expoſitor may be credit- 
ed (which the Learned in the Greek Tongue are the 
nd only proper Judges of) the Text in diſpute ſhould 
be read thus: But believeth en him that juftifieth 
a; at ungodly one; meaning Abra ham, Who before 


his Converſion was an Idolator. If this is the true 


' — =D 8 | . 
a 2 Reading of the Text, then all that the Superlap/a- 
Ay Nrians have expected from it, is entirely loſt. For 


the Apoſtle almoſt through this Chapter is treat- 
ing of Abraham's being juſtified by Faith; or, that 
2X Righteouſneſs was imputed to him through beliey- 
ing. Now as the ſacred Writings ſo plainly inform 
us, that Righteouſneſs is imputed to the Believer, 
and that we are juſtified by, or through Faith; 
and as no part of Scripture mentions the Imputa- 
tion of Righteouſneſs before Faith: then certainly 
it muſt be an impoſſible Task for theſe Divines to 
reconcile their Notion to the important and infalli- 
ble Rule of the Scripture; and therefore I preſume 
there is no Truth in this Doctrine, but that it is & 
2 groſs Error, which has produced its Multitudes. 
ove W 2 Ar. Henry's Expoſition of the Text. | 

hat Tuer 
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refers to the new Birth, or Regeneration, in the 5th 


Soul with Guilt, and defiled it with many Pollu- 


the Sinner is {aid to be loved, and covered: Was 


64 The Superlapſarian Se nhEME ; 
Tur Text in Ezekiel xvi. $8. hath been pro- . 
duced as a Proof for eternal Juſtification, or at leaſt MIt 
for the Juſtification of an unregenerate Sinner, i 
Now when ¶ paſſed by thee, and looked upon thee, 
behold thy Time was the Time of Love; and I ſpread j 
my Skirts over thee, and covered thy Nakedneſs, &, r 


I muſt own, that it looks as if the Men of this | 


Scheme were driven to their laſt Shifts, when they 
are forced to ſeek for ſhelter under the Shades of 
a Metaphor. But if it ſhould be granted, that this 
Text has relation to the Juſtification of a Sinner 
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yet our Opponents will find but poor ſhelter for 
their ſuppoſed Juſtification from it, if they will be 
fo juſt as to take the Context into conſideration 
too. For if this Verſe is to be underſtood as God's MB 
imputing the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt, when he is 
{aid to ſpread his Skirts over the Sinner; then I 1 
preſume, that the Day of the Sinner's being born, 
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Verſe. And here we have the Sinner's State re- 
preſented by a caſt- out Infant, expos d to the open 
Fields, in its Blood and Filthineſs, to the lothing 
of its Perſon. But what if I ſhould enquire who it 
was that lothed the Perſon of this poor polluted 
Soul, this loſt and lothſome Sinner? I am per- 
ſuaded, that the Superlapſarians will not admit 
that it was God that lothed the Sinner; for then . 
the very Foundation of their Scheme will be thrown tt 
down. And certainly wicked Men, nor Devils |! 
would not loth and abhor the Sinner for his Un- 
godlineſs. Surely then we muſt conſidet this as the 
Effect of the poor Sinner's Conviction, who ſeeth 
its own loſt and filthy Condition, 1s lothing and ab- 


horing himſelf for his Sins, which have loaded his 


tions. It will alſo be neceſſary to enquire when 


it in eternity? No, that cannot be; for the Soul is 
repreſented 
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Impartially tried by the Scripture: 65 
Fepreſented as conſcious of its own miſerable and ; 
WWlthy State, and this is faid'to be the Day of his 
r. Birth. And in the 6th Verſe we are informed, that 
Pod ſpeaks Life to the poor ſelf-condemned Sinner: 
aid unto thee, when thou waſt in thy Blood, live; 
c. r, when troden under foot, as in the Margin: 
us Which muſt doubtleſs refer to the poor Sinner's Self- 
&y paſement, eſteeming itſelf vile and lothſome, when 
of e abhors himſelf, and repents in Duſt and Aſhes. 
us ter which, we read in the 8th Verſe, that this 
r; Fas the Time of Love, and that God is ſaid, to 
or read his Skirts over the Sinner, or cover his 


ES. 


eir Expectations from it. | 
Bor it is farther urged by the aforeſaid modern 
Nuthor, That Paul was in a State of Adoption 
when he perſecuted Chriſt in his Members; and 
WE lays, Becanſe he was a Child of God, the Spirit 
of God's Son was ſent into his Heart, by wboſe 
Influences he was enabled to cry, Abba, Father. 
and further adds, That Regeneration doth not 
r- make us Sons; but becauſe we are Sons, we are 
X* regenerated.” Whether what this Gentleman 
hath ſaid, will comport with the Writings of Scrip- 
ure, or appear diſſonant to the important Truth 


herein contained, I hope will be impartially tried. 
n- And I ſhall firſt enquire into the Meaning of the 
Next which he imagines is ſo great and ſure a Prop 
th o his Opinion; which is recorded in Gal. iv. 6. 
b- Vd becauſe ye are Sons, God hath ſent forth the 

is Ppirit of his Son into your Hearts, crying, Abba, Fu- 
u- fer. What Man, that is not infatuated with a 
plind Zeal for this Notion, could ſuppoſe that this 
ext ſpeaks in favour of eternal Adoption? For to 
hom is it that the * writes this Epiſtle? 


that farours their Opinion. For if it had been 


God hath ſem orth the Spirit of his Son into 


66, T rhe Superlaplotian SchH 


Is it not the believing Churches of Galatia 4 Does if 11 
not the Apoſtle call them bis Brethren, in the 28th| 4 K 
Verſe of this Chapter, and alſo in the laſt Verſe? Yr 
So then, Brethren, we are not Children 0 IN Bond. a 
Woman, but of the Free. The ſame bn 0 
is given in the 11th and 13th Vas, of the SY 
Chapter; and alſo. in the firſt and laſt Verſes of 7 

the 6th Chapter. And does not the Apoſtle inform 
them alſo T the Medium, or Way, by which ho 3 


were brought i into the near and dear Relation of 3 


Children; "Chap. iti. 26. For he are all the 1 % 
of God, by Faith in Chriſt 12 us? It is dale c. 9 
ſy ſtrange, that any Man of Reaſon can produce the 
Text now in diſpute, to prove that the Apoſtle | A b 
was informing the Believers of theſe Churches, that "i 
they were the adopted Children of God before 
Faith; when there is not one Word in the Text 


written to ſuit their 9 it muſt have read in 
the paſt Tenſe, thus: Aud becauſe ye were dan, 


Hearts, &c. d it been wrote thus, the 44 
Maintainers of Sonſhip before Faith, might hare | 10 
made their Triumphs at a better Grace: But as 
it now ſtands, it is rather a Bulwark againſt their 1 
Attempts, and wounds them, while the vainly 4 
imagine it to be engaged on their Side, How un- 5 3 | 
cooth will this Gentleman's Propoſition, or rather 
bold Aſſertion, appear to be, when the genuine 
Senſe of the Text is joined with i it, which muſt be 


as follows: Becauſe the believing Galatians were 
adopted Children of God, when Paul writ I i 


_ Epiſtle to them; therefore Paul was in the ſame 
State when he was a Perſecutor and an Enemy to 


God. Is there any good Divinity, or good Rex | 3 
ſon, in this way of arguing? And whereas this Au- 
thor tells us, That Regeneration doth not make un. I 
Sons; but becauſe We are ns We are nol "2 
am 
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des | am apt to believe that this unproved Maxim 
wh : will meet with but little better Encouragement from 
ed the Rule of Faith, than what he hath ſaid of the 


d. abovementioned Scripture : : For I conceive that 
n | bone parts of that Divine Rule ſpeak loudly 
st e this Notion, and that no Part approves it ; 
of Hand therefore I preſume, that the pure Light of 


od's Word will raze this lofty Babe} to the 
Ground, by ſhewing the Builders, and under Props 
_— their groſs Miſtakes, and the Injury they 
have done to Goſpel-Truth thereby. That ſome 
BY Parts of Holy Scripture ſpeak loudly againſt this 
1 este, is plain; as John i. 12, 13. But to as 
1 any as received him, to them gave he Power (or 
hat the Right, or Privilege) to become the Sons of God, 
ore 1 ven to them that believe on his Name. hich 
ext vere born, not of Blood, nor of the Will of the Fleſh, 
en © nor of the ili o F Man, but of God. Gal. itt. 26. 
in br ye are all the Fulle, of Cod, by Faith in Chriſt 
7 3 5 us. One muſt eſteem it a very daring Aſſertion, 
or. to ſay, That Regeneration doth not make us Sons; 
old when the revealed Will of God informs us, that 
ave 4 we are made the Children of God hereby: and 
as I | alſo that all unconverted Sinners are Children of 
eir Wrath (Eph. ii. 3.) even the Elect as well as 
ny . 
un. 0. Bu r is the new Birth or Regeneration 
her what you eſteem Adoption? 
ine 4 Anſwer. No: I take the new Birth to be what 
be prepares or metens us for Adoption. The Work 
ere of Regeneration gives us the Nature of Children, 
his and the Act of Adoption is the owning us to be 
me fuch. Regeneration is what makes us "like God, 
to and Adoption i is the admitting us to the Privileges 
ea. of Children; for if Children, then Heirs. And I 
u- am not ſcrupulous to ſay, that there is a Neceſſity 
55 ? for the Change that Converſion makes,. in order to 
d, 9 prepare us for Adoption; tor which we are not 
am 5 mete 


rm 3 
ey | 
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mete, without this ſpiritual. Change. But in orde: 1 
to make this more obvious, I ſhall, in few Words, _ Fe 
conſider this previous Work of God upon the On 
Soul; as hereby the Soul is convinced of the {al ct 
and heinous Nature of Sin, and the abſolute Need | cl 
of a perfect Righteouneſs, John xvi. 7, 8. Then! 60 J | tc 
Chriſt as the only and ſuitable Saviour ewa - 
and earneſt Deſires to know and enjoy Chriſt ate . 
excited in the poor, convinced, trembling Sinner; In 
yea, an earneſt Deſire, or Breathing of Soul, fol * 

n 
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a Likeneſs to God, and to Chriſt, that he may 
have Communion with the Father, and with hl 
Son Chriſt Jeſus ; ſo that hereby a bleſſed Change | 
is wrought in all the Powers and Faculties of the. 1 
Soul, whereby the dark Underſtanding is en- 2 
lightned, the perverſe Will is ſubdued, and the ir- 
regular Affections are regulated, and the Man 11 1 
brought into a Compliance to the Will of God 4 3 
| Now I judge the divine Image is impreſſed upon J 
( the Soul, as by this {ſpiritual Work the poor Soul : 
h is made like to the divine Begetter of this Change, 
in Holineſs, in Love, and in Mercy, and Compal 
ſion. And now I conceive the Act of Adoption is 
paſſed, as the divine Being now beholds the bleſſed ; 
and gracious Effects of his divine Power and Grace; 
and ſeeing his own Likeneſs upon the Soul, is 
therefore pleaſed to acknowledge this new-born| 
Soul a Son or a Daughter of his own begetting ; i 

1 John v. 1. and therefore ſends the Spirit into 
i his Heart, as a Witneſs to his Adoption, or at | 
| leaſt as a Spirit of Grace and Supplication, which i 
was to witneſs Paul's Converſion to Ananias ; | 
= Acts ix. 11. For behold he prayeth. I dare not 
ö ſay, that all the Converted have an equal Mani- b 
feſtation of their Adoption, or of the Spirit's In- 
fluences, for I believe otherwiſe ; yet I queſtion A 
not but the Spirit dwelleth in all the Children, of | A 
God, either as a Comforter and Witneſs, Nick as a 
t ay 


— — 


DE 


— 


os 22 - i 
Xx BC not ETA © HE 
— — — * wu 


<*2 £208 


— — 


s*s _ + % aJSca _— | 2388 G 


— 


B ͤ 
—— —— - 


. 
2 * 


— 


No af 


— 


— ——— 
r 
— 


Y Impartially tried by the Scripture. 69 
ler their bleſſed Inſtructor and Exciter to long after 
Qs, 1 God, to breathe aſter, and pray for the continual 
= Supplies of Grace, and a greater Meteneſs for 
eternal Glory, Sc. And I am of Opinion, that 


is none of his which intends the Spirit as a 


ge F Chriſt be in you, the Body is dead becauſe of 
the Sin; but the Spirit is Life, becauſe of Righteouſ- 
"Fes. Certainly theſe Scriptures have left no room 
o plead for Adoption before Converſion ; and I 
i ſuppoſe our Authors and Preachers will ſee, that 
od they have been building upon a weak and ſandy 
pon Foundation, which if they do not recede from, will 
oul totter, and ſink under the inſupportable Weight 
which they have been building upon it, and prove 
greatly to their Loſs, if not timely forſaken: For 
all Wood, Hay, and Stubble, tho” built upon the 
Foundation, ſhall be burnt up; 1 Cor. iii. 12, 13, 
ce 15- And I preſume that this Doctrine, Ec. is of 
„is that Sort, which will not bear the Trial of the Day 
orn that is very nigh unto us; ſince nothing but Truth 
2X will paſs for Gold then. 

nto Bt Bu rT left I ſhould leave any Text unexamined, 


at WF which the Sperlapſarians are ſubject to plead as 
ich Supports to their Opinion of Adoption, I ſhall 
75; therefore return, to take Notice of one or two 
not WF more which I have not yet touch'd upon. The 
ni- firſt is, the Propheſy of Caiaphas, who was the 
In- High Prieſt of the Jews ; John xi. 50--52. Aud 
ion one of them, named Caiaphas, being the High Prieſt 


of that Tear, ſaid unto them, Ie kno nothing at all, 
as mor conſider that it is expedient for us, that ene 
I | | Man 
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ſelf ; but being High Prieſt that Year, he prophe. i N ; 
fed that Jeſus fhould die for that Nation And 


70 Tu quperſapfiriar scuxu E 


Man ſpould die for the People, and that the who! if 
Nation periſh not. And this ſpake he, not of bim. 


not for that Nation only, but that alſo he Tenne 
gather together in one the Children of God that 
were ſcattered abroad. I deſire the Men of the 
Superlapſarian Notions, to inform us what Part of 
this Propheſy it is that proves their Opinion — 9 
Adoption before Faith. For my Part, I cannot 

ſee any Ground to infer ſuch an Opinion from it: 1 
for if we ſhould grant, for Argument's ſake, that I 
by the Children of God, is intended all the Elec ** 
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People of God, whether the uncalled, or unborn, 


as well as them that were called ; yet I ſuppoſe 4 
theſe Men will find no {mall Difficulty to engage 
it on their Side, becauſe this is a Propheſy : and 
it is well known, that the Nature of prophetick 4 
Writings is to ſpeak often of Things to come, as . 
if preſent, or paſt, by calling thoſe Things that are 
not, as tho' they were. As for Inſtance, we read 4 
in the 22d Pſalm, 16th and 18 Verſes, of our Sa- 1 
viour's Hands and Feet being pierced, as if 7 f 
and over; They pierced my Hands and my Feet : 
And the parting his Garments, and caſting Lors 
for his Veſture, in the preſent Tenſe, as if then 
doing; They part my Garments among them, and | 4 
caſt Lots upon my Veſture; when theſe Prophelics f : 
refer to what was to be done many hundred Years 1 
after they were wrote. In 1/a. liii. 4. there what 
was foretold of our Lord's healing the Sick and. 
Deceaſed, is ſpoken of as if already wrought ; and i 
the 7th, $th, and gth Verſes ſpeak of his being | 9 
oppreſſed, afflicted, impriſoned, crucified, and bu. I 
ried, as if all theſe Things had been actually done ; | 
when the actual Accompliſhment was not till 600 | 
Years or more after this Propheſy was written. 
Our Lord is ſpoken of as really born, in Ja. ix. {| 'Z 
'- "ond 
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and yet he was not made incarnate till many hun- 
u. ¶ dted Years after Jſaiab was dead. Zechariab's 
be. Propheſy, which foretels our Saviour's riding to 
Th. Jeruſalem, is wrote in the preſent Tenſe ; and 


i also his being ſold for thirty Pieces of Silver, and 


"at 'v the Uſe which the Money was put to afterwards, 
he is ſpoken of as paſt, or compleatly ended, when it 
of referred to what was to be done more than 300 
of "Wears after. Theſe Inſtances, if there were no 
ot 1 other Arguments to offer, one would be ready to 


it: acknowledge are ſufficient to ew, that eternal 


Adoption is not included herein: for I think it is 
ect as, reaſonable to attempt to prove, that Judas had 
KQually fold Chrift, that he was actually | 


4 . * = > % 
0 oY Bt 


oſe oned, wounded, crucified, and buried in Eter- 


ge ity, as that the choſen Number were actually 
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adopted in Eternity; which vainly imagine is 
rroved from this Propheſy. But probably this 
ext (which tells us that Chriſt ſhould. gather to- 
gether in one the Children of God that were ſcat- 
tered abroad) does intend that the converted 
We Gentiles ſhould be admitted to the ſame Privilege 
Jas the converted Jews ; and the Children of Gd 
that were ſcattered up and down the Gentile Na- 
tions were now to be eſteemed equal, as having 
the ſame Right to all the enlarged Bleſſings of 
Ooſpel-Ordinances as the believing Fews, for the 
Partition-Wall would be broken down by the 
Death and Reſurrection of Chriſt. And what this 
Senſe of the Words can afford to the Advan 
of eternal Adoption, is an unknown Myſtery. 
Tux only remaining Text, that I remem- 
ber, is produced to favour this Opinion, is, that 
the Prodigal (mentioned in Lake xv. 11, 24.) is 
called a Son by his Father, whilſt he was in his 
diſobedient State: This my Son was dead, but is 
alive again. But before theſe Gentlemen pretend 
to prove their ſuppoſed Goſpel- Doctrine by this 
Part 
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Part of the Bible, it will be neceſſary for them to 
ſhew, that this is really a Parable; for if it is 


only a Relation, or Hiſtory of what was Matter of 
Fact, then can they have no Place here for the 
Soles of their Feet. And 1 am ſure, that to 


. . + * Bis to g 
prove it a Parable, will require more Skitl than 


moſt Men imagine. But if they will prove it 


a Parable, and ſhew how all the Parts can be 3 
explained in a ſpiritual Senſe, then will I under 


take, (if I live) to prove, that this, as a Parable, 
does intirely deſtroy their Doctrine of eternal u- 
ſtification; and that it will be of no ſervice to theit 


Cauſe of Adoption before Faith. But paſſing bk 


Multitudes of Difficulties, I ſhall only confine my 
ſelf to enquire who this younger Son was; or who 


is intended hereby. Firſt, whether it is not to be 
underſtood of Adam in his State of Innocency? Bute 
here will great Difficulties preſent themſelves; be- 
cauſe then the elder Brother muſt be an Angel, c. or 


Elſe a more exalted Being; and then it will appear 
highly irrational, to repreſent theſe careful Guards 
of the Heirs of Salvation ' (who rejoiced at a Sa- 
viour's being born for us) as exceeding angry at 
the Converſion of a Sinner; when our Lord is al- 
luding to this, and what is in the former Part of 
the Chapter, to ſhew that there is Joy in Heaven 
when a Sinner repents. But farther, if they un- 
derſtand by the younger Son, the Gentiles, and by 
the elder Son the Jews ; how will this comport with 
the believing Jews giving Glory to God for his 
giving Repentance to Life unto the Gentiles? Acts 
ii. 18. Beſides, let who will be intended hereby, 


if they will have it to be a ſpiritual Life intended 


in the Text, then certainly it muſt refer to one 


who was formerly poſſeſſed of that Life; and ſo 
can only relate to a Backſlider returned to his God, 


and to his Obedience, fince the Text ſaith, that 
he is alive again: which ſuppoſeth that he once, or 
. Wl before 
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Wbefore his Rambles, was alive. And therefore 
this, if allowed to be a Parable, will not afford 
them the leaſt Proof for their Doctrine. From 
hence is it then, that theſe Authors and Preachers 
vill prove their fond Notion; ſince the plain Parts 
in pf Scripture is wholly againft it, and the myſterious 
it parts may juſtly be explained as no Favourers of 
de Mt > Where will be the next Place of Retreat, where 
r- Whey may ſecure their Doctrine from the Reproach 

f flagrant Error? Will they apply to the Fore- 
p ppointment of God, and ſeek their Refuge there? 
k they do, I am confident that affords them no 
y Relief; for Predeſtination is not Adoption, nor does 
Yy Ir make them Sons, but is an Appointment to Son- 
o hip only; as appears plain by Eph. 1. 5. Having 
Ee Predeſtinated us unto the Adoption of Children, by 


* 


2 Fels Chrift unto himſelf. Therefore let theſe Di- 
ines prove, if they can, that any unregenerate 
inner is a Child of God. And they muſt alſo 
prove, that they have the Holy Spirit as their In- 
5 e at the ſame time, or elſe that Scripture 
vill militate againft them: Now if any Man have 
a 1207 the Spirit of Chriſt, he is none of his, &c. Rom. 
viii. 9, 10. I would ask, if it is at all agreeable, 
either to Scripture or Reaſon, to call any of our ſin- 
ful Race, Children of God, before they are either 
born or begotten of God? How can they be his 
dear Children, before they bear his Image; yea, 
while they are the very Image of the Devil, and 
ſhew their Enmity to God by wicked Works, 
and to his People by malicious Revilings, Oc? 
Are theſe adopted into the near and dear Relation 
of Children to God ? Can theſe be eſteemed Mem- 
bers of Chriſt, according to the bold Aſſertions of 
the Superlapſariaus; and yet blind, and dead, and 
, KF exceeding filthy? O! Methinks my Mind is great- 
y pained and grieved, when J hear Chriſtian Pro- 


re 


feſſors Talk of ſuch filthy Creatures being Chriſt's 
L ____ Members, 


fond Notions. * 


it ſhould disjoint the whole Scheme, and fo mar 


* 
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Members, and God's beloved Children. What, 
can they be Members of Chriſt, and yet barren of Md 
all Good, but fertile in all Evil? Can this be, when tc 
our Lord informs us, all fruitleſs Branches are {| 

far from being reſpected, that his heavenly Father Ife 
taketh them away? Jon xv. 2. Every Branch in 

me that beareth not Fruit, he taketh away, &, | 


ble EÞ 7 


I am ſurprized to ſee how theſe Men can ſtand Wt 


againſt the Force of the bleſſed Scripture of Truth, W#; 
which almoſt every where runs directly againſt their 


Bur probably this may be more regularly tried Mm 
under a diſtinct Head; viz. that Branch which 
grows from the fruitful Root of the Superlapſarian 
Tree, which they ſtyle, Eternal actual Union. The 
Meaning of which is, that they had actual Union 
with Chrift whilſt they were in their Sins, long be- 
fore they were ingrafted into him; yea, all the 
while they were in the wild Stock of Nature; nay, 
long before either they or the World had any be- 
ing. Theſe are Myſteries indeed! Sure this is | 
enough to puzzle all the knowing Men on Earth: 
For as this was never revealed, I judge no Man can 
know it. But according to the Superlapſarian i 
Scheme, ſecret things muſt belong to us; yea, ſuch 
Secrets which the Scripture does not mention, and 
which is not only above Reaſon, as indeed ſome 
revealed things are, but even contrary to Reaſon : * 


Er 
FF 


When they tell us, that a Non-Entity was united 
to an Exiſtence. Is not this an inexplicable Myſtery 
which theſe Men teach? And yet it ſeems this ad- 
mirable Link in their Chain mutt not be ſpared, leſt 


the exceeding nice Compoſition. But I preſume, 
if their Foundation is laid in Error, the Super- 
ſtructure muſt fall; and that the Props which they 
have endeavoured to ſupport it with, will prove 
much too weak to uphold it much longer: For 25 
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hen to prove this Opinion, I cannot imagine what can 
e ſo MF induce any humble Chriſtian to believe and teach 
her ſo intricate and puzling a Doctrine as this is. Why 
in will good and wiſe Mn in other Reſpects, yea, 
& c. Nen of Experience in the Grace of God, run after 
and thoſe Things which are not conſiſtent with Reaſon, 
th, Wand cannot have any Tendency to advance Godli- 
heit neſs. It may ſerve indeed to fill the Minds of 
their Readers and Hearers with groundleſs Specu- 
ed Wations, which ingroſſeth almoſt all their Talk and 
ich study; and I obſerve, that theſe airy Notions are 
ian Ftrump'd up in Company where they muſt know it 
[he Is offenſive, and gives much Uneaſineſs, and that 
ion the Men of this Scheme do not eſteem any of dif- 
be- ferent Sentiments to be knowing in the great Doc- 
the trines of the Goſpel, but theſe Aſſerters of what 
ay, neither they nor any Man knows, and I believe 
de- never will know. Notwithſtanding a late Writer, 
is whoſe Book I have now before me *, hath ſaid 
th: much with Deſign to prove eternal Union with 
an BY Chriſt : and in order to make way for his Opi- 
an nion, he is pleaſed to deny, that the Spirit of 
ich Chriſt is the Bond of Union on his Part; or that 
nd Faith, Sc. is the Bond of Union on the Believer's 
ne Part. In Page 3o. he ſays, I is not the Spirit on 
n: Chris Parte Which in my Opinion is ſaying 
ed more than becomes any Divine to ſay; eſpecially, 
ry FF fince I obſerve that the Scriptures and Arguments 
d- which he makes uſe of to ſupport his poſitive Aﬀer- 
ft BJ tion by, are vaſtly foreign to his Purpoſe, as I 
ar judge will be made plain before IJ have done with 
e, this new Point of Doctrine. And I am ready to 
r- wonder how this Author came to be acquainted 
„with this ſuppoſed Truth, That the Spirit of 
| Chriſt is not the Bond of Union on Chriſt's Part. 


A. Gill's Letter to Ar. Taylor, entitled, God's everlaſting 
Love to his Elece. 2 
13 L 2 Docs 
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Might ? Can this prove that there was an Unia 


fi . joined, glued, cloſely united to Chriſt, an then | 


he will ſoon loſe his Cauſe of eternal Union, and | 


56 TheSuperlapfarian Sc HE ME: 1 
Does the Text which he has cited ſpeak an ny ſuch 1 
Language ? 1 Cor. vi. 17. He that is 25. unto I 
the Lord, is one Spirit. What Proof is this, toß 
the nice Point which he is mentioning with all 10 7 


before the Spirit of Chriſt had effected the Wor © 
of Regeneration in the Soul? Nay, it onde 
proves, that the Spirit of Chriſt dwells in all that 
are united to him; and therefore entirely excludes 3 
his Notion of Union before Faith, unleſs it can bei 3 
proved, that the Holy Spirit dwells with Vail 
lievers : And this he is bound to prove, or. muſt I 
acknowledge that the Text confronts his Deſign. | I , 
Farther, in the ſame Page, he tells us, That the 
Elect are firſt united to Chrif ; and, by Virtue A 
this Union, receive the Spirit of Chrift To ſup- 23 
port which, he has produced the following Ar = 
ment: To conceive otherwiſe (he ſaith) would be 
as prepoſterous as to imagine, that the animal Spi- 
rits, which have their Seat in the Head, ſpould be 
communicated to, and diffuſed throughout the ſeve- 
ral Parts of the Body, without Union to the Head, 1 
or antecedent to an Union, and in order to effett it : 1 
As this would be reckoned an Abſurdity in Nature, | 
fo is the other an Abſurdity in Grace. A Per Fl is 


= ——— 8 nn, wa 


vecomes one Spirit with him ; that is, receives, enjoys, 
and poſſeſſes, in Meaſure, the ſame N as be | 1 
does; as the Members of an human Body do parti- 
cipate of the ſame Spirit the Head does*to which |. 
they are united. I will frankly acknowledge, that 
I am but poorly skilled in Philoſophy, and yet I 
think I am capable to make it appear, that our I 
Author is not a little wanting in the r 

of his Argument. For if he will allow the Rules | 5 
and Laws of Nature to be a true Simile of Grace, | 1 


ot O's delighting in any ot che Children of 
Men F 


tos 
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len while diſobedient and ungodly. Jam ready to 
nt conclude, that it will be no eaſy Task for this Gen- 
to tleman, Sc. to prove that there is any Life in the 
his Head of a Body natural, when the Members are all 
ion dead; or, that the Life of the natural Body is all 
ork extinct, before the Head dies, or that the Head 
atly 2 can ſubſiſt without any living Members ; or, that 
hat the Body natural is deſtitute of natural Life, when 
united to a living Head. If he cannot prove that 
theſe Particulars: are Truth, I. ſhall not ſcruple to 
gay, that he has no more conſidered the Nature of 
his Philoſophical Argument, than he hath the Sa- 
cred Scripture which he has brought to confirm it 
iz. He that is joined to the Lord, is one Spirit. 1 
cannot ſee how tis / poſſible to make a more unjuſt 
Application of Scripture than is made of this Text; 
IF which is ſo far from proving this Author's Docs 
=T trine, that it . evidently ſubverts it: and its no 
Preſumption to ſay, that the Rules both of Nature 
and Grace, do moſt ſtrongly oppoſe his "Notions. 
l ſhall by and by treat of the Rules of Nature, un- 
der another Simile, when Iam engaged in the Proof 
of Faith's being the Bond of Union to Chriſt, on 

our Part, againſt this Author's Denial of it. 
Bur before I proceed farther, I ſhall quote 
2 ſome plain Texts of Scripture, to ſhew that the 
2 ſacred Book does moſt evidently ſet afide their fond 
Opinion of eternal Union ; yea, or of Union be- 
fore Faith,: Rom. viii. 9. Now if any Man have 
not the Whirit 2 Chriſt, he is none of his. So, 
Chap. xvi. 7. Salute Adronicus and Junia my Kinſ- 
men, and my Fellow-Priſoners, who are of Note 
among the Apoſtles, who alſo were in Chriſt before 
me. So 2 Cor. v. 17. Therefore if any Man be in 
Chriſt, he is a new Creature. This Author will 
needs have theſe Scriptures to intend only the Evi- 
dence of their having Union with Chriſt, which 
Union he imagines was from Everlaſting ; and their 
9 having 
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then is the Superlapſarian Union a Dream, a mere 


indeed of five ſeveral Sorts of Union in Page 2 
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having the Spirit ſent to renew their Souls, and |; 
inhabit in them, is only the witneſſing to their | 1 
eternal Union with Chriſt. But certainly if the 
Apoſtle Paul knew of any ſuch Union, he muſt 
have as great a Value for it as the Men of this w. 
Scheme, and be as willing as they to ſupport it, 
by making i it plain and eaſy, that a Truth of the 2 
laſt Importance, upon which theſe People build, 
and fetch their chiefeſt Comforts wn Supports 4 
from, ſhould not be veiled: And therefore I con- 
clude, that the Apoſtle knew of no ſuch Union, or 
elſe he was not ſenſible of the excellent Nature and 
Uſe of it; that he does not make it as evident ass 
if it had been written with a Sun-beam, but ra- 
ther hides and perplexes the Doctrine, in commit- 
ting that to Writing which ſeems to exclude it; 
by telling us, that if a Man is in Chriſt, he is a 
fAeW Creature, which ſuppoſes that none but new- 
born Souls are united to him. - If this is Frith, 3 


Fancy, and Contrivance of Men, who have an in- 
fatiable "Thirſt after airy Notions. And tho? this 
Author would feign perſuade us that theſe Texts 
do only intend a Manifeſtation of eternal Union, 
yet he hath not proved any ſuch Union. He talks 


38--42. as Election Union, a legal Union, a fe- 
deral Union, a natural Union, and a repreſenta- 3 
tive Union; one of which he ſays was in Time, 
and the reſt in Eternity. But how this Writer is 
able to prove what he calls the legal and federal |! 
Union, two diſtinct Unions, is to me a Myſtery : '* 
And if he will pleaſe to review what he has wrote 
on thoſe two Unions, as he hath endeavoured to 
make them, he will I am perſuaded ſee that how- 
ſocver he has diſtinguiſhed them by Names, that 
they are one in Nature and Meaning; which makes 
it look too much like multiplying Names and Par- 
ticulars, to perplex the Reader. 1 


We” 
9 
Wy 
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=. I 4am greatly miſtaken, if this Gentleman, Sc. 
is able to prove that Election is in any proper 
= Senſe an Union, or can intend more than a Setting 
apart for Union. And I preſume that he will not | 
find it eaſy to get over various Difficulties, which 
vill attend the Explication of his own Way of 
„ wording this ſuppoſed Union. In Page 38. he ſays, 
the There is an Election in Chriſt from Everlaſting. 1 
ld, deſire our Author to weigh and conſider. well the 
tts Import of this Doctrine in his own Way of word- 
n- ing it; for hereby we are taught, that the Elect 


or vere in Union with Chriſt before this Choice was 


made, or elſe I know not what to make of Words: 
Por to ſay that we were elected in Chriſt according 
ro the Senſe which they put upon the Apoſtle's 
Words, in Epheſ. i. 4. is to make their ſuppoſed 
Union to precede Election; but more of this here- 
after. I imagine there will another great Difficul- 
ty ariſe, from his admitting that the natural Union 
„vas not eternal. This is ſure a fatal Blow at the 
re very Root of their admired Scheme; for this de- 
in- ſtroys the very Notion of eternal Union, c. bur 
his II ſhall enter upon this hereafter, and ask Pardon 
fol my Reader for making ſo long a Digreſſion. In 
Page 31. this Gentleman is attempting to ſer aſide 
the Spirit, as the Bond of Union to Chriſt in us, 
by affirming, That the Spirit of God, in his perſo- 
nal Iahabitation in the Saints, in the Operations of 
His Grace on their Souls, is the Evidence, and not 
the Bond of their Union to God or Chrift, and of 

their Communion with them e And ſuppoſeth that 
this is proved from 1 John iii. 24. And hereby we 
'2 know that he abideth in us, by tbe Spirit which 
He hath given us. The former Part of this Text 
is ſo diſagreeable to what this Author is attempt- 
ing to prove, that he has thought it beſt for his 

at |} Purpoſe to leave it out, as if it no way concerned 
eq the Affair in Debate; but I ſhall tranſcribe it, as 
| | a 
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a Witneſs againſt his new Notion : And he that 
 keepeth his Commandments, dwelleth in him, and 
be in him. Now I am of Opinion that this Au- 
thor will not deny but thar our Regard to the Ob- 
| fervance of Chriſt's Commands, and Strength to 
perform them, is owing to the engaging and 
ſtrengthning Influences of the Spirit of Chriſt; and 
that Chriſt by his Spirit dwells in their Souls, to 


excite their Love to, and Faith in him, sc. It 


this is granted, then this new Fabrick will totter; 
yea, you will ſee it preſently fall: For if Chriſt 
dwells in us by his Spirit, he muſt hold Union 
thereby; a dwelling in us, is the cloſeſt Union 
that I know how to conceive of: And if this is not 
a Proof that the Spirit of Chriſt is the Bond of 
Union on Chriſt's Part, then may it be ſaid, that 
none of the myſterious Unions mentioned in Scrip-= 
ture can be proved. I deſire any Man to ſhew me 
how God or Chrift can be ſaid to dwell in the 
Souls of Men; otherwiſe than by his Spirit; and if 
by his Spirit, Chrift dwells in his People, then is he 
united to them by his Spirit. But farther : This 
Author ſuppoſeth, that becauſe the Spirit is the 
Witneſs of our Union with Chriſt, that therefore 
he cannot be the Bond of that Union ; but does 
it follow, that becauſe he evidenceth that happy 
Union, that therefore he cannot be the Bond of it? 
And why can't it as well be urged by this Divine, 
that the Spirit of Chriſt cannot be the Seal of this 
Union Bond, becauſe he is the Evidence of it ; 
fince the Witneſs and Seal are wont to be per- 
formed by different Perſons ? But that the Spirit 
is the Seal of Covenant-Love, and of our Union 
with Chriſt, is, I ſuppoſe, beyond all Diſpute ; 
and I am ready to believe neither this Author, 
nor any that are in his Scheme, will attempt to 
diſprove it, becauſe there are ſo many Inſtances of 
this in the Holy Scripture; as Epheſ. iv. 30. And 


grieve 


* 


Irrieve not the Holy Spirit ,of God, whereby ye art 
aled unto the Day, of Redemption. So Chap. i. 
13. and 2 Tim. ii. 19. Therefore, as the Spirit of 


Wnion, I would have our Author never more ad- 
venture to deny, that the Holy Spirit is the Bond 
Jof Union to Chriſt, ſince he will not need to be 
Wnformed, that the Party that ſeals is the Principa 
Bof the Bond. Farther ; it is the Holy Spirit that 


i Wuickens us; John vi. 63. it is he that regene- 
n es us: Joby it, 5, 6, 8. It is the Spirit of 


Chriſt who 1s the Life of all our Deſires and Breath- 
Wngs after God, and the Interceſſor for us in our 


Wouls ; Rom. viii. 26. So alſo is the Spirit the 


Fins 


8 


of 0 aintainer of that ſpiritual Life by a conſtant 
rat Flow of Grace in our Souls, which will ſpring up 
5. Ino eternal Life ; John vii. 38, 39. Chap. ix. 10, 


14. Now is it poſſible that any Man, who is not 


he prejudiced, ſhould deny that the Spirit is the 
5 Bond of that living Union with Chrift, when he is 


Life, by which we have Union with our living 


he Head, and without which we could have no Being 
IC Win Chriſt; for there are no dead Members in him, 
XS whatever theſe Gentlemen may imagine to the 
PY contrary. 5 5 ; 
it? Bur then, Secondly, our Author is pleaſed to 
ne, deny that Faith is the Bond of Union to Chriſt, 
nis Win age 32. and enquires, whether we are united 
t; by the Habit or Principle of Faith implanted, or 
er by the Act of Faith; if by the Act of Faith, we 
NN muſt inform him, whether it is by the firſt, ſe- 


cond, or third Acts of believing. If we are united 
e; to Chrift by the Habit or Principle of Faith in- 
or, fuſed, then (he tells us) that Union is not by 
Faith on our Part; becauſe Faith, as a Principle 
or Habit, is the Gift of Grace, of the Operation 


ind et God: And if we are united to Chriſt by Faith, 


VE M as 
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of God is the Seal, as well as the Witneſs of this 


the very Begetter and Maintainer of our ſpiritual - 
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of it; and how we can be ſaid to love Chriſt, before 


82 The Superlapſarian 8 c H EM E 
as an Act of ours, then (ſays our Author) we ar 
united to Chriſt by a Work. And I may ash 
what is there in all this? What if we have Union 
with Chriſt, in that Part which lies on our Side 
the Queſtion, by Acts of ours, unto which we are 
enabled by the Spirit of Chriſt, who works Faith 
in us; does this tend to leſſen the exceeding" 
Grace of God? Does it therefore follow, that ve 
truſt to the Act of Faith, for our Juſtification a 
Salvation? What, becauſe we put forth the Hand 
of Faith (which we acknowledge God hath give 
us) to embrace our dear Saviour, and thereby hold 
Union with him, do we hereby leſſen, or any way 
derogate from the Glory of divine Grace? But iſ 
we ſhould allow, that the Grace of Love is the only 
cementing Grace, that on our Part is the Union 
Bond, and holds us firm to Chriſt, which this Au- 
thor rather inclines to admit; yet I fear that h 
will ſoon let go this Doctrine too, as low and 
mean : becauſe I conceive this will be found to be 
an Act of ours, as well as Faith, and ſo conſe 
quently muſt be eſteemed a Work too, as it pro- 
ceeds from us. And, with Submiſſion, I take 
Love to be a Conſequent of Faith, if not a Fruit 


we have Faith, as an Eye, to behold the Suitable. 
neſs of his Righteouſneſs to anſwer the Neceſſitics|F 
of our Soul's Wants, and view the divine Beauties 
and Perfections that meet and ſhine forth in him 
judge theſe Divines will not undertake to prove. 
Therefore Faith cannot juſtly be excluded, i 
Love, which is a Conſequent, is allowed to be 1 
uniting Grace. In the 33d Page, our Author ac- 
counts It an extraordinary Wonder, that our Di. 
vines ſhould fix upon the Grace of Faith to be the 
Bond of Union to Chriſt : And well he may won- 
der indeed, if what he affirms ſhould prove 3 
Truth, vis. That there is nothing in Faith that 
+ "i 
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Ws of 4 cementing and uniting Nature; that it 7s 


Lot a Grace of Union, but of Communion. And now 
aa will alſo take my Turn to wonder, that he ſhould 
deny Faith to be an uniting Grace, which is ſo 
ell proved by Scripture and ſound Argument; 


are 44 | 
re hs wondering is greatly encreaſed too, by obſerv- 
lig Wing how undeſignedly this Author's Pen has infal- 


Yibly proved the very Doctrine which he ſo ſtiffly 
Kenies : Nay, he abſolutely denieth, that Faith is 


and uniting Grace in one Sentence, and yet plainly 
ire (tho unadviſedly to his Purpoſe) proves in the 
hold ery next; as you will eaſily diſcover, by reading 
way the 35th Page of his Book, viz. Faith is no uni- 


"Wins Glace, nor are any of its Ads of a cementing 

Nature. And then follows the very Reverſe ; 
ion iith indeed looks to Chriſt, lays hold on him, em- 
races him, and cleaves unto him; it expects and 
receives all from Chrift, and gives him all the 
Glory. O! what a glorious Truth hath dropped 
o om this Author's Pen! And is all this acknow- 
önſe edged by him, and yet is he able to prove that 

Faith has no uniting 1 in it? If he can, he 
all reap the Glory of the Performance; for I am 
eady to believe that there is no Author in the 
World beſides, that can prove an Agreement be- 
een his cloſely- united Sentences. F believe it is 


hat what my Hand lays hold of, it is not united 
to; or, that a cleaying to, and embracing of a 
beloved Object, is not a joining or uniting Act. I 
ſt acknowledge, that I do firmly believe that no 
an in the World is capable to render this Gen- 
leman's Performance conſiſtent with itſelf ; or can 
produce a more flagrant Contradiction between 
wo Sentences immediately following one another, 
n any Book beſides. His Attempt to prove that 
hat he has acknowledged of Faith's looking to 
-briſt, laying hold of, embracing him, Oc. is no 
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an impoſſible Task for any other Pen to prove, 
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more a uniting to Chriſt, than a Beggar is unitęi . 
to a Perſon to whom he applies for Alms, deſerve; 
no Anſwer. Had this Author compared theſe 
Acts of Faith to a diſtreſſed and beloved Child; 
looking to, embracing of, cleaving to, and hang. 
ing about its tender Father, with earneſt Ef. 
treaties, and raiſed Expectations for Relief and 
Supplies of all neceſſary Things, it might have gi. 
ven us a more juſt Idea of the real Truth; and 
the Compariſon might have met with leſs Except 
tions, unleſs from them of his own Opinion. Bu 
our Author could not find his own Accounts in an 
agreeable Compariſon, and therefore is pleaſed ti 
form a very remote one, which has no Reſpect tl 
Embraces ; for what Man ever knew that Begganff 
were admitted to lay hold of, cleave to, and em 
brace the Perſon to whom they apply for Alms 
If any Man will attempt to prove this Practice per 
formed by any Begear, £9c. I will undertake, with 
out any Difficulty, to prove, that by whomſoevcy 
they are performed, they are uniting Actions. 
I x is farther urged in this ſame Page, thai 
Faith is not the Bond of Union with Chriſt ; buf 
That Union with Chrift is the Foundation of Faitll 
and of all Acts of believing, as ſeeing, walking 
receiving, &. A Man (lays he) may as well 
faid to ſee, walk, and receive without his Heal 
or without Union to it, as one can be ſaid to bt 
lieve, that is, to fee, walk, and receive, in a ji 
piritual Senſe, without the Head Chrift ; or, as at 
tecedent to Union to him, or in order to it. Total 
of Faith in Chrift, before Union to Chriſt, is a mi 
prepoſterous, abſurd, and irrational Notion. But 
think our Author ſhould firſt have proved his owt 
Opinion to be moſt certainly true, and then han 
proved, that there neither is, nor can be, any jul 
Ground to charge it with more groſs Abſurditic 


than he has charged the oppoſite e 
| 5 5 4 beton 
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before he attempted to load it with ſuch Ridicule. 
For the Book which I have quoted theſe Things 
from, was wrote on purpoſe to prove, That all 
whom God has choſen to eternal Glory, were 
united to Chrift while in their Sins, in a State of 
Death, Blindneſs, moſt filthy and deformed. So 
that according to this Notion, Chrift muſt have 
dead,. blind, leprous, and detormed Members in 
the Body which he holds Union with. To free his 
Doctrine from theſe Errors will be an exceeding 
difficult Task; and yet it is abſolutely neceſſary to 
be done, before it will paſs with ſeeing Chriſtians 
for found Divinity. | 

Bur to ſhew that our Author has been liberal 

enough, in heaping Reproaches upon that Doc- 
trine to which he ſtands Opponent, I ſhall attempt 
to prove, that notwithſtanding we cannot produce 
good Fruit, or Fruit unto Holineſs, until we are 
in Union with Chriſt, the living Head; yet that 
there is no Abſurdity in ſaying, that there is Life 444 
produced in the Soul previous to our Union with / |} 
Chriſt : And that this may be maintained without 
derogating from the Glory of divine Grace, ſince 
we acknowledge, that it is the Product of the ſame 
Almighty Power, which raiſed our Saviour from 
the Dead, who was quickned by the Spirit, 1 Pet. 
iii. 18. And ſurely this Doctrine gives more Ho- 
nour to the holy and glorious Head of Influence, 
Chriſt Jeſus, (by teaching, agreeable to the Scrip- 
ture, that a ſpiritual Work, which begets a ſpi- -/ 
ritual Life in us, is neceſſary to meten us for 
Union to him the living Head) than that which 

| teaches contrary to Scripture, that a Man may be 
cloſely united toChrift, without being made a new 
Creature; which is uniting the greateſt Contraries 
that can be, viz. Life and Death, yea, Darkneſs and 
Light together: ſo that this Opinion oppoſcth all 
Rules of Reaſon, as well as ſeveral plain Texts of 
A : ſacred 
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ſacred Scripture. And I am exceedingly miſtaken; 
if the Simile which he has quoted from John xv. 4, 
5. will prove of any Service to his Cauſe: but indeed 
he has endeavoured to open a deep Chanel for 
this Text to. run in; but when he has uſed his 
utmoſt Skill, the Texts will be found to militate 
againſt his Aſſertion, of Faith's being no Bond of 
Union to Chriſt. For, notwithſtanding he has 
tried the Rules of Nature, to introduce his new 
Doctrine, yet I preſume that it will prove but lit- 
tle to his Purpoſe, when his Arguments from thoſe 
Rules are duly weighed. In Page 36. he very 
truly informs us, That there muſt be ff an Union 
of the Soul and Body of Man, before be can be faid 
70 live ; and there muſt be Life in him, before there 
can be Reaſon, or the Exerciſe of it Man muſt 
firſt become a living Soul, e er he can be a reaſona- 
ble one. That all this is Truth, Iqueftion not, and 
J hope no Man of Reaſon will attempt to find 
Fault with it; but tho' I approve the Argument, 
yet I do not believe that his Application will ap- 
pear ſo agreeable to Truth, vi. That becauſe there 
is an Union of the Soul and Body of Man, before 
he can be faid to live, that therefore the Soul of 
Man muſt be united to Chriſt before he has ſpiri- 
tual Life: For he may as reaſonably argue, that 
there is an Union between a living Soul and a 
dead Body, as for an Union between Chriſt, the 
living and ſpiritual Head, and dead Members. 
Therefore if he cannot prove, that in Nature a dead 
Body is in Union to a living Soul ; or, that the 
Body is not inſtantly quickned at the SouP's Union 
to it: what is there in all his Philoſophy, to 
prove that any of the Children of Men had Union 
with Chriſt, while ſpiritually dead, or in Unbe- 
lief? That there muſt be a Principle of Life, be- 
fore there is any Exerciſe of Faith, I agree with 
him; but that there was Union to Chriſt, gs 
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this Principle of ſpiritual Life was wrought in us, 


I muſt take the Liberty to reje& ; and purpoſe to 
prove, that I have the Scripture on my Side: As I 
truſt will be made plain, when I ſhall treat of the 
Similes which I judge this Author hath miſcon- 
ſtrued ; who, in order to make his Way thereto, 
informs us, That as Reaſon, and the Exerciſe of 
it, is a ſecond Remove from the Union of the Soul 
and Body; ſo is Faith, and the Exerciſe of it, a ſe- 
cond Remove from Perſons Union to Chriſt. There 
muſt be firſt a vital Union to Chriſt, before there 
can be any believing in him. This (he tells us) is 


| fly and fully exemplified in the Simile of the Vine 


and Branches, which Chriſt makes uſe of to expreſs 
the Union of his People to him. But with Sub- 
miſſion to this Author, I would defire to know, 
why Faith muſt ſtand at an equal Diſtance from 
an Union to Chriſt, as Reaſon doth from the 
Union of the Soul and Body? Are there no Diſ- 
rities between Things natural, and ſpiritual 
hings 2 If not, then may divine Revelation be 
argued ont of Countenance ; and it will not be 
poſſible to make e e of Things, ſo as to 
ruth, and what is not. For if 

all the Rules of Nature, without Exception, muſt 
determine the Methods of Grace ; then will it 
follow, that becauſe the Union between Soul and 
Body is diſſolved at Death, that the happy Union 
between Chrift and his Body myſtical is diſſolved 
then too; and becauſe the Exerciſe of the rational 
Powers will continue in the Soul in its ſeparate State, 
that therefore we may live a Life of Faith when the 


Union is diffolved. But as this is diſſonant to all 


Religion, ſo we ſhould always conſider what the Rule 
of Scripture teacheth in all its Similes, left we ſhould 
ſtrain them, fo as to pervert the very Deſign for which 


they are alluded to, in order to eſtabliſh Opinions 


of our own forming, I ſhall therefore try if this 
Author 
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Author has not ſaid too much for his Nottort; 
when he tells us, that it is fitly and fully exempli- 
fied in the Simike our Lord makes uſe of in John 
XV. 4, 5. Abide in me, and T in you: As the 
Branch cannot bear Fruit of itſelf, except it abide 
in the Vine; no more can ye, except ye abide in me. 
J am the Vine, ye are the Branches: He that 
abideth in me, and I in him, the fame bringeth 
forth mach Frait. Now let the Reader but ſe- 
riouſſy weigh the Import of the firſt Part of the 
Text, and there you will ſee the very contrary to 
this Author's Opinion fairly implied. Abide in me. 
I defire to know what need there could be for this 
Exhortation, if no Act, or Acts of ours, is concern- 
ed about the maintaining this bleſſed Union with 
Chriſt? And that this intends Abiding in Chrift 
by Faith, is evident from what the Apoſtle Paul 
faith of Faith, under a like Simile; Rom. xi. 19, 
20. Thou wilt ſay then, the Branches were broken 
off, that I might be grafted in. Well, becauſe 9 


Unbelief they were broken off, and thou ſtandeſt y 


Faith, &c. It is certainly an evident Truth from 
this Text, that our Standing in Chriſt, is by Faith 
on our part; which exactly agreeth with our Lord's 
Exhortation above, Abide in me. Now if our 
Standing and Abiding in Chriſt is by Faith, then 
do we hold Union thereby ; and whatſoever holds 
ns to Union, is the Bond of it. 

Box our Author is trying his Skill upon the 
above-cited Text in John (in Page 37.) and tells us, 
That theſe Branches muſt firſt be in the Vine be- 


fore they bear this Fruit. I wonder who will at- 


tempt to deny this? or does this Gentleman ima- 
Fe that we do not allow that the Apoſtles of our 


ord were Believers; or that we ſhould ſcruple to 


acknowledge that they were united toChrift, when 
our Redeemer beſtowed this Exhortation upon 
them, who had been his faithful Followers, and 
5 | : admitted 
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Inpartially tried by the Scripture. 89 
admitted to the greateſt Intimacy with him for ſe- 
veral Years ? But farther he proceeds, and tells us 
ſome Truth mixed with ſome Error in the ſame 
Page. The Branches of the wild Olive-Tree muſt 
firft be ingrafted into the good Olive-Tree, become 
one with it, and ſo partake of the Root and Fatneſs 
of it, before they can bring forth good Fruit. Could | 
there be the Fruit of Faith in Chriſt's People, he- vi 
fore their Union to him, then the Branches would | 
bear Fruit without the Vine, without being in it, 
or united to it; contrary to the expreſs Words of our | 
Lord. From the whole, it may be ſafely concluded, 2 
that Union to Chriſt is before Faith, and therefore | 
cannot be the Bond of Union; no not on our part ; 
Vital Union is before Faith. JI am very ſure that | 
| he has not drawn a juſt Concluſion from the two | 
| Texts, which he has pretended to give us the 
| Meaning of; and whether an unjuſt Inference is a 
ſafe one, I ſhall leave to the Judgment of all im- 
partial Men. But in the firſt Place, it may be moſt 
Þ agreeable to try what is in this Author's Argu- 
ment. And J may adventure to ſay, that there is 
no part of it that gives the leaſt Wound to the 
Doctrine which he ſo ſtrenuouſly oppoſes ; nor do I 
ar know any of the People that are in the Medium 
en or Goſpel Scheme, that plead for Fruitfulneſs be- 
de | fore Union; but it does not follow, that becauſe 
ve bear no Fruit until united to Chriſt, that there 
he vas not a Principle of Life in us before: For the 
18. Scion mutt have Life previous to its Ingrafture, 
bs or can never have vital Union with the Tree. A 
it. dead Branch can never receive Nouriſhment, nor is 
la it fit for Inoculation. The various Methods that 
zur the skilful Gardiner takes with the Branch, to pre- 
to | pare it for an Union with the Tree, I judge may 
zen not unfitly be alluded unto, ſince the Scripture 
on | makes ule of the Simile of grafting, to inſtruct us 
and herein. The Graft or W is firſt * 
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from the old Root, from which it naturally ſprung 
Secondly, it is formed, or ſhaped, by the ſame 


Hand, to fit it for joining with the Stock or Tree; P 
and then it is fixed in it, and cloſe bound to it, 1 
which keeps it firm, and ſecures it from receiving any © 

- D 2 8 : . F ＋ 
Injury by ſhocking Winds, c. How far this may 


be fitly applied to the Work of the Spirit, in con-] of 
vincing the Soul of Sin, and regenerating us, & A 
I ſhall leave to the Judgment of the Reader, leſt 
I ſhould be thought to ſtrain the Simile. But to 
return to make ſome farther Remark upon the fore. 
going Argument and Concluſion of this Author: 
Here I cannot omit to obſerve, how he trifles with 
the Simile of Grafting. The Expreſſions of wild 
Olive-Tree, and the good Olive-Tree, and of par- 
taking of the Root and Fatneſs of it; he borrows|iff *; 
piece-meal, and has omitted to quote it in the Mar- 
gin; I would hope that it is not with deſign to hide 
the Truth from his Readers : But this I am per- 
ſuaded of, that if he had been ſo juſt as to tran- 
ſcribe the remaining Part of the Simile, his Rea. 
ders would have been more capable to paſs 
Judgment upon the Concluſions he has pretended 
to draw from the Premiſes ; but probably he fore- 
ſaw that the whole Series would ſpoil and ruin his 
Deſign. But as Truth is not afraid to come to the 
Light, I ſhall tranſcribe what is left out, as neceſ- 
ſary to the Diſpute : Thou wilt ſay then, the 
Branches were broken off (meaning the unbelieving 
Jews) that I might be grafted in. (viz. a believing C 
Geatile) Well, becauſe of Unbelief they were broken 
off, and thou ftandeſt by Faith. Be not high-| © 
minded, but fear; Rom. xi. 19, 20. ſo Verſe 23. 
And they alſo, if they abide not in Unbelief, fhall be 
grafted in; for God is able to graft them in again. 
Here is a ftrong and convincing Argument that 
none are united to Chriſt in Unbelict ſince twas 
Unbelief that hindred the Jews from being ingrafted 
| | unto 
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„into him; for if they remain not in Unbelief, they 
ſchall be grafted in. Will any Man in the World 
pretend to prove that this Writer's Inference is 
jut, when he tells us, That from the whole it may 
be /afely concluded, that Union to Chriſt is before 
gs Faith, and that therefore Faith cannot be the Bond 
e Union ; and that vital Union is before Faith © 
63% 1s nor this flying in the very Face of the Apoſtle's 
leg Argument, and adventuring to oppoſe plain Words? 
For it's very evident, that what our Lord calls 
8 abiding in him, the Apoſtle calls a ſtanding in 
hor Chriſt, which he tells us is by Faith. And is it 
not plain, that Faith is neceſſary to our Union to 
| Chriſt, ſince the Apoſtle tells us, that if the Jews 
[abide not in Unbelief, they ſhall be united or 
{grafted into the good Olive-Tree, meaning Chriſt > | 
Now if Unbelief muſt be removed, antecedent to 
our being ingrafred into Chriſt, then muſt Faith 
have a Being in our Souls antecedent to this 
Union: for, as Unbelief, that ſpiritual Darkneſs, is 
| removed, Faith, the ſpiritual Light, takes Place 
in the Soul; nay, it is paſt all Diſpute, that 
Darkneſs is diſpelled by the Approach of Light, 
Þ and as Light makes its Advances by flower or 
ſwifter Motions, ſo muſt Darkneſs neceſſarily make 
Its Retreat, and fly before the breaking Day. 
This I am perſuaded will hold good in a ſpiritual, 
as well as in a natural Senſe. 5 
Tuus I hope it does appear beyond al! 
Controverſy, that there is no actual Union with 
Chriſt before Faith, and that the Spirit of Chriſt, 
and Faith, are the Bonds that maintain this happy 
and cloſe Union between Chriſt and his Members. 
Bur probably it may be expected, that; accord- 
„ ing to my Promiſe, I thould now return to make 
ſome Remarks upon the ſeveral fuppoſed Unions 
which this Author treats of from Page 38 to 43. 
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is the ſame, tho divided to multiply Particulars, 


or between Chriſt's being a legal Surety, or a' Co- 
venant Surety ; between his Covenant or Law 
Engagements, and his legal or lawful Engage- 
ments. Theſe ſuppoſed Unions are ſo much alike, 
and ſo near allied, that it will be attended with 
ſome Difficulty to make them two: But our Au- 
thor tells us, that the legal Union ariſes from 
Chriſt's Suretyfhip-Engagements, and that he is 
the Surety of the better Teſtament, that drew 
near to God the Father in the Name of the Ele& : 
And when treating of the federal Umon, he tells 
us, That Chrift is the Mediator, Surety, and Meſ- 
fenger of the Covenant of Grace. Now ſo much 
Difference as is between the New Teſtament En- 
gagements, and the New Covenant Engagements, 
J conceive lies between legal and federal Engage- 
ments; or probably there may be as wide a Dit- 
ference, as between what is lawful, and what is 
according to Law. But if this Author can make 
more of it, I ſhall not envy his Skill; for I ſhall ſay 
no more at preſent on this Head, as ſuppoſing that 
the Number of eternal Unions muft be one leſs 
than this Author has made them. 

1 $X4 ALL therefore begin in the Order which 
our Author has ranged them, and firſt treat of 
what he is pleaſed to call Election Union. And I 
ſhall take the Liberty to ſay, as I ſaid before, 
that Election is not an Union, but a Fore- appoint- 
ing the Perſons to an Union: And if the Men 
of this eternal Union Scheme would but give them- 
ſclves the Pains to attend upon the Text, (which 
I am well aſſured they greatly . miſtake) in Ephe/. 
i. 4. and ſedately weigh the Verſe before it, _ 
mes ene 
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'I rave before obſerved, that what he calls 
by the different Names of legal and federal Union, | 


E muſt own, that I do not underſtand any real Dif- 
ference between a Law Union and a legal Union; 
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the four Verſes following - the Text, I am per- 


dation of the Worid, that we 


have theſe Ble 


ſuaded that they will ſee abundant Reaſon to alter 
. | their preſent Opinion of it. And in order to giye 
the Reader a mote diſtinct Idea bf the Meaning of 
; it, I will tranſcribe the Text with the Verſe before 


it, and the two Verſes immediately following: 
Bleſſed be the God and Father of our Lord Jeſus 


_ who hath bleſſed with all ſpiritual Bieſſings 
in he 


avenly Places (or Things) in Chriſt- Accord- 
ing as he hath choſen us in him, before the Fun- 
ſhould be holy and 
without Blame before him in Love Having pre- 
deftinated us unto the Adoption of Children by Jeſus 


| Chriſt to himſelf, according to the good Pleaſure of 
: his Vill; to the Praiſe of the Glory of his Grace, 
| wheretn he hath made us accepted in the Beloved. 


Now as the Apoſtle is aſcribing Praiſe to God for 
thoſe ſpiritual Bleſſings which he had graciouſly 
beſtowed on them, he acquaints them, that they 
flings in Chriſt, (who hath bleſſed 
us with all ſpiritual Bleſſings in heavenly Things 
in Chriſt.) And in the next Verſe, which is the 
Text in diſpute, (I conceive) he is informi 

them, that it was according to the eternal Deſign 
of God, to beſtow theſe divine and ſpecial Favours 


upon them in Chriſt, that is, when in him: And 


this will render the Meaning to be as follows, via. 
That the Apoſtle is praiſing God for thoſe divine 
and ſpecial Bleſſings enjoy'd by his Saints, to 
which they were choſen through Chriſt before the 
Foundation of the World: and this Way of ex- 
pounding the Text exactly agreeth with the next 
Verſe, where we are informed, that they were 
predeſtinated unto the Adoption of Children by 
Jeſus Chriſt, Now why their being choſen to theſe 
ſpiritual Bleſſings ſhould not intend by, or through 
Chriſt, as well as their Election, or Predeſtination 
to the Privileges of God's adopted Children, is by 

Chriſt, 
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Chriſt, I believe will be ſomething difficult to exz 
plain; and eſpecially when we obſerve, that what 
the Apoſtle tells us in ſome Parts of his Wri- 
tings, is in Chriſt, he in other Parts tells us is 
through Chriſt; as for Inftance, in Epheſ. iii. 12. 
In whom we have Boldneſs and Acceſs with Confi- 
dence, &c. Chap. ii. 18. For through him we both 
(viz. Jews and Gentiles) have an Acceſs by one 
Spirit, &c. And as this ſame Apoſtle informs us, 
that we have Redemption, and Pardon of Sins in 
Chriſt, in Epheſ. i. 7. Col. i. 14. fo in Rom. iii. 
24. he tells us that we have Juſtification (that is 
Pardon) through the Redemption that is in Chriſt 
Jeſus. So Chap. v. 9. Much more then being now 
guftified by his Blood, we ſhall be ſaved from Wrath 
through him. Therefore, if theſe Authors cannot 
prove that an Election to an Union is the uniting 
AR, I do not ſee how they will be able to main- 
tain ' the Union which they pleaſe themſelves fo 
much with, as to furniſh the People with the No- 1 
tion of, both from their Pulpits, and from the ( 
Preſs. And with Submiſſion, if Election was the || ** 


uniting Act, then I conceive that the Apoſtle would 8 
not have ſaid that we were choſen in Chriſt; but dy 


rather that we were joined or united to Chriſt by 
Election. But if we were to ſurvey the ſeveral C 
Sorts of Elections to an Union, which are made 
uſe of among Men, we ſhall find that they ſpeak | ; 
loudly againſt the received Notions of theſe Men ; | th 
as will appear by conſidering, Hut, the Choice of I -- 
the Stones to compoſe a Piece of Building; for al- 
tho' in the Contrivance thereof the Materials are | 7 
all made choice of, yet the deſigned Stones to com- © 

pole the Superſtructure cannot be ſaid to be joined | x 
to the Foundation, for there muſt be the framing, | \ © 
and other previous Work effected, and the Stones e 
fixed upon the Foundation, before it is actually 
united to it: Epheſ ii. 2022. 1 Pet. ii. 4, 5. 4a 
be e 
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'And the Choice of a Branch to ingraft into a Tree, 
is not the uniting Act: It is only the fore-ordain- 
ing, or appointing it for Union ; for there mult be 
the various Methods mentioned above, firſt made 
uſe of, before it can be ſaid to have Union with 
the Tree. But probably it will be objected here, 
that the Purpoſes of Men may, and often do fail 


of Accompliſhment ; and that therefore this does 


not prove that God's Act of Election is not the 


uniting Act. In Anſwer to this, I would have it 
obſerved, that it is the Act of Election only that 
concerns this Diſpute; and that I have no Deſi 


| to compare the weak and uncertain State of Man's 


Nature and Purpoſes, to the unchangeable Nature 
and ſtedfaſt Decrees of the Almighty. For altho' 
all the Counſel and Purpoſes of God both ſhall, 
and will ftand firm, and no Power or Policy, ei- 
ther of Men or Devils, can prevent the Accom- 
pliſhment of them; yet, to ſpeak with Reverence, 
his Decree of Election was not an uniting the cho- 
ſen Objects to Chriſt, but the ſecuring them unto 
an Union: and I conceive, that the Act of Elec- 
tion among Men is as near to this ſovereign A& 
of the Almighty, as the Act of chuſing in the 
Creature can reſemble the Act of chuſing in the 
Creator. Secondly, I ſhall now make ſome Re- 
marks upon what this Author calls a federal Union, 
in which I judge the legal Union is included ; and 
therefore I ſhall treat them as one, believing that 
if this is diſproved, that the other cannot ſubſiſt. 
That there was a Covenant of glorious and ſtupen- 
dous Grace, concluded between the eternal Father 

and Son before the Foundation of the World, 
I do firmly believe; and that this eternal Co- 
venant was confirmed or ſcaled, by the Blood of 
Jeſus Chriſt, according to his gracious and irre- 


5 verſable Engagements therein ſtipulated. I do alſo 
4 believe, that this Covenant, as it related to Man- 


kind, 
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kind, was all of pure Grace; as hereby the Re- 
demption, Converſion, and Salvation of all that 
were included therein was ſecured; as each Perſon | 
thereby engaged, were infinitely faithful, and able 
to perform all the Conditions of it: But that it 
was a Covenant of Works and unſpeakable Suffer. | 


ings to our Redeemer; Gal. iv. . And hope that 


I can ſay to the Praiſe of divine Grace, that I adore Þ* 
the infinite Wiſdom of God that contrived, and the 


unſpeakable Conditions of this Covenant of ſurpri- : 


zing Grace. But upon the moſt ſedate and mature ©, 
Thought and Inquiry, I cannot fee that there is 
any real Ground to ſuppoſe that this Covenant did 


unite us to (Chriſt, as Members of his myftica! Þ 
Body, or as Branches in him the myſtical Tree, 
nor as his Spouſe and Bride. That there is no 
being in Chriſt before Faith, either as Members 

of his Body, or as Branches in him the myſtical | 
Vine or Olive- Tree, hath been already proved: 


and I ſnall now attempt to prove, that we have no 4 


relation to him as a Spouſe or Bride, until we are 
called, or do believe in him. And I do hereby 
call upon the Men of the Superlapſarian Scheme, 
to produce any Text of Scripture that informs us 
that God, in either of the Perſons of the Godhead, 
calls any of the Children of Men his Spouſe, or 
Wife, or Bride, before they are made ſo by a mu- 


tual Covenant. The Apoſtle Paul indeed ſpeaks ; 


of this near Relation betwixt Chriſt and his 
Church, in Epheſ. v. 23. but I hope theſe Men 
vill not attempt to ſay that the Apoſtle does in- 
tend by che Church here (of whom Chritt is the 


Head) Perſons in their ſinful or unconverted State. 


If they will, let them give one ſingle Inſtance of it 
from the Rule of God's Word, and we'll drop the 
: Controverſy. In the 2d Chapter of Hoſea we have 
an Acgount of the wiſe Proceedings of the Lord, in 

3 reference 
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reference to this near and dear Relation. From 
the 14th to the 19 Verſe, we are informed of the 
gracious Methods that the Lord promiſes to take 
with the People, whereby to oblige them unto him- 
ſelf ; and in the i th and 2oth Verſes he is pleaſed 
to promiſe, that he will betroth them unto himſelf 
for ever, in Righteouſneſs, in Judgment, in Loving- 
kindneſs, Mercy, and Faithfulneſs. 

Bu f the Scripture muſt be no Rule in this 
great Affair, if the Opinions of ſome Men are re- 
garded, for they are neither conſiſtent to Scripture 
nor Reaſon ; and what our Author has quoted 
from Dr. Goodwin, is not worthy to be eſteemed 
either good Divinity, or good Argument. But left 
I ſhonld be cenſured as a Miſrepreſenter of the 


Doctor's Opinion, I ſhall tranſcribe what relates to 


the Point now under Conſideration : Our Author 


quotes the Doctor's Works, as an honourable Advo- 


cate for his Cauſe of Union to Chriſt in Eternity; 
and in Page 25. tells us, that the Doctor writes of 


4 threefold Union, (but as it's the firft only that my 


preſent Buſineſs is with, I ſhall not mention any 
other here) as follows, The firft of which is rela- 


tive, whereby we are ſaid to be his, and he ours; 


4 you know he is called our Husband, and the 


Church is called his Wife; and before the Husband 


and Wife company together, there is ſuth a Rela- 


; tion made by Marriage, and the Husband may be 


in one Place, and the Wife in another; ſo that 


pere can be no Communion between them, and yet 


| be Man and Wife r So is the Union between Chriſt 


and you as compleat in the Relation, before he acts 
any Thing upon you, tho he be in Heaven,. and you 


en Earth, as if you were in Heaven with hini; 


| uphold it, and therefore not worthy of any Re- 
gard, either from the religious, or mere rational 


Here we have the bare Aſſertion of this admired 


Doctor without any Rule of Scripture or Reaſon to 


Part 
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Part of the World. This Compariſon is very ri. 


diculous indeed, as it is calculated to teach Men 


what is the very Reverſe to Scripture. or Reaſon. | 


It is ſurprizing, that a celebrated Doctor ſhould 
endeavour to perſuade us, that ſome of Adam's ſin- 


ful Race were related to Chriſt Jeſus in the firm 
and engaging Bonds of conjugal Union, while in 
their Sins, and without the Conſent of the ſuppoſed 


Bride. How contrary is this to what the Lord by 


the Prophet informs us, in the Chapter which 1 Þ 
have quoted above? Hef. ii. 14. Therefore behold | 


i will allure her, and bring her into the Wilder- 


neſs, and ſpeak comfortably to her, (or friendly to | 


her Heart, as in the Margin.) Now after the 


Lord has ſhewn them their bewilder'd and loſt | 


State, he ſpeaks friendly, or comfortably to her. 
In the 16th, 17th, and 18th Verſes we read of the 
many great Favours promiſed to this People; and 


then follows, I will betroth thee unto me for ever, 


Sc. Thus we are taught, that the Lord by his 
drawing Methods wins upon, and procures the 
| Conſent of the People, * 

endearing Relation with them: And this Method 
does well agree alſo with the Rules and Laws of 
Nature; for, as no Man in his Reaſon is willing 
to enter into conjugal Bond with, or take a Woman 


to Wife, while the diſcovers a perfect Hatred to || 


him, ſo neither can he make her his Spouſe with- 
out her Conſent. Certainly then there never was 
any Doctrine that oppoſed the Rules both of Na- 
ture and Grace in a more flagrant Manner than 
this, which aſſerts a Marriage-Union with Chriſt from 
Eternity, and therefore it need not be ſaid before 
Faith and Repentance. How exceeding ridiculous 


and inconcluſive is this Doctor's Argument, to prove 
an Union before Faith; viz. That a Man and 
Woman are called Husband and Wife before they 
company together, there is ſuch a Relation by Mar- 
3. 735 riage, 
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ore he enters into this 
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riage, and the Husband may be in one Place, and 
the Wife in another ; ſo that there can be no Com- 
munion between them. What is this to the Pur- 


poſe, ſince this is frequently the Caſe with Man 


and Wife after they have companied together? 
But was their Marriage conſummated without 
each other's Company 2 Was they Man and 
Wife before Conſent of both Parties ? Did the 
Man marry the Woman by a ſolemn Contract, 
without the Contra&'s being reciprocal ? Was it 
poſſible for the Doctor to obtain any Credit from un- 
biaſs'd Readers by {uch Reaſoning as this? What, 


becauſe the Man is obliged to depart from his 


Spouſe for'a Seaſon, at ſuch a Diſtance that ren- 
ders their having preſent Communion impractica- 


| ble, notwithſtanding they had by Marriage-Cove- 


nant declared their mutual Conſent to join in the 
Relation of Man and Wife ; does this prove, or 


can it afford a Suppoſition, that ſhe was his Wife 


without her Conſent 2 Certainly our Author was 
puſhed on by an over-fond Zeal for his Opinion, 
when he quoted this Paſſage from the Doctor. 
Bu r probably he may imagine, that he has 
faid enough to prove this Covenant-Union in his 
own Book; for in Page 52. he is pleaſed to affirm, 
That there are three Gifts and Inſtances of God's 
Love to his People before Converſion, which are not 
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to be matched by any Inſtance or Inſtances of Love 


after Converſion The one is the Gift of himſelf to 
them in the everlaſting Covenant, which Covenant 


runs thus; I will be their God, and they (hall be 


my People. Now as this only-concerns the preſent 
Point, 1 need not tranſcribe the other two here, 
ſince this only ſeems natural to a Marriage Union : 
And I muſt here acknowledge, that there is too 
much Ground to beget Surprize in the Reader, 
to behold how exceeding poſitive this Author 


is in his Aſſertion, who does not ſcruple to af- 


2 firm, 


* 
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firm, that this infinite. Gift is before Converſion, 
when the Scriptures which mention this Gift evi. 
dently prove the contrary, as is obvious from many 
Texts. But I truſt that J ſhall be excuſed t 
tranſcribing them all by my Readers, provided 
produce ſufficient Evidence trom the Rule of Faith; 
I ſhall therefore mention that Text in Heb. viii. 
1o. Fbr this 15 the Covenant that I will make with 
the Houſe of Iſrael after thoſe Days, ſaith the 
Lord; I will put my Laws into their Mind, and 
write them in their Hearts; and I will be to them 
a God, and they ſhall be to me a People. This 
the Apoſtle quotes from Yer. xxxi. 33. And if 
you read the Sequel in each Chapter, you will find 
more to the ſame Purpoſe ; where you will eaſily 
percetve, that this Covenant is a mutual Agree- 
ment between God and converted People: for you 
read here, that the Laws of God were to be writ- ade 
ten upon their Hearts, and in their Minds, before wil 
God is their God, and they are his People. And for 
whereſoever this Covenant is ſpoken of, it is men- ma 
tioned as a Promiſe of what ſhall be, and not was, | wit 
or is in Being, before the People have paſſed I rel; 
thro' a ſpiritual Change. It is not ſaid, I will J rel 
write my Laws in their Hearts, and in their | wh 
Mind; for I am their God, and they are my Peo- Ma 
ple; and much leſs that he was their God, and ten 
they. his People from Everlaſting : Therefore, to | Co 
aſſert that God gave himſelf to any People before ed 
their Converſion, is more than any Man can vin- || ſen 
dicate, and muſt be a very palpable Miſtake in || for 
this Author, ſince this Doctrine ſtands in direct | ma 
Oppoſit ion to the ſacred Text that he pretends to 4 
found it upon. 55 
Bur to return to the eternal Covenant made wa 
between God the Father and Son: I cannot but || Fo 
wonder that the Men of this Scheme ſhould be fo || wh 
poſitive that this Contract ſhould unite them to I tua 
1 EY | Chriſt, 
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Chriſt, when there is neither Scripture nor Reaſon 
on their Side. This Covenant no doubt was the very 


Foundation of this happy Union, but not theuniting 
Covenant. And what if I ſhould attempt to make 


a Compariſon, in order to give the Reader ſome 


Light into this important Affair; which I hope may be 
done with ſuch Caution, as not to bring any divine 
Trath into contempt. Let us then ſuppoſe that a 
Man of great Worth and Merit, ſhonld purpoſe in 
himſelf to eſpouſe a poor miſerable Woman who is 
in Captivity, nnder grievous Slavery, and who is 
vaſtly in Debt to her Patron, which Debts ſhe had 
contracted before her Captivity, and this was the Oc- 
caſion of her preſent Slavery, Ec. and this rich and 
worthy Perſon, foreſeeing that when he has beſtowed 
much upon her to accompliſh her for Communion 
with himſelf, and has ſtripped her of her Rags, and 
adorned her with clean and rich Attire, that ſhe 
will be an Object mete for his Delight; he there- 
fore does firſt propoſe to pay her Debts, that ſhe 


may not long continue in Slavery, and therefore treats 
with her Creditor, enters into Bond, and becomes 


reſponſible for all her Debts, and fixes the Day of 


releaſe. Now though all this is done, and the 
whole Deſign is to lay a ſure Foundation for a 
Marriage-Union; yet no Man of Reaſon will at- 
tempt to ſay that this is the Uniting or Marriage- 
Covenant. No, the Woman muſt firſt be acquaint- 
ed with the Deſign, and muſt alſo give her Con- 
ſent to it, and mutually covenant with him, to be 
for him and for no other, before the; Union is 
made. | | | oP. | 
So I conceive that our Blefſed Saviour entering 
into Covenant in Eternity to redeem us to God, 
was only ſettling the Conditions, and laying a ſure 


Foundation for a federal Union with his People; 
which Union I conceive is no other than that mu- 


tual Covenant made between him and them at Con- 
verſion, 


if , a 
th 
"1 
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verſion, when they by Faith receive Chriſt, and 
own him for their Lord and Head. 

Tre next Union which this Author takes no- 
tice of, is the natural Union that is between Chriſt 
and his People. This has reference to our Lord's 
taking our Nature into Union with his Divine 
Nature; ſo that in reſpect to this Nature, he is 
made like unto us. And ſince our Author acknow- 
ledges that this Union was not in Eternity, and as 
there is nothing herein but what does agree with 
the Holy Scriptures, I need not ſay any more to 
It ; but only wiſh that he was as conformable to 
the Truths of the Goſpel in all other Points as he 
is in this. 

n make dome Remarks en the laſt 
Union which this Gentleman hath treated of; and 
that 1s repreſentative Union, which he is pleaſed 
to tell us (in Page 42.) is both from Everlaſting 
and in Time. It is (ſays he) ſufficiently evident, 
that there is a repreſentative Union between Chriſt this 
and the Elect, beth from Everlaſting and in Time, vl 
which is independent on, and prior to their believ- | did 
ing in bim. He repreſented them as their Head in ¶ ſtei 
Elettion, and in the Covenant of Grace, as has been | bet 
already obſerved. And I hope it hath been ſuffi- Þ fua 
ctently proved, that Election, and the Covenant | our 
which was made in Eternity, did only appoint and | Etc 
ſettle the Way and Means of effecting this Union I nuc 
with Chriſt. But left the Men of this Scheme || tell 
ſhould conceit that their Cauſe is rightly founded, | Boe 
I ſhall endeavour to make it plain, that this Author | Ch: 
has given away his Cauſe, by acknowledging. that || (he 
the natural Union was not in Eternity; for hereby || ſon 
their Notion of repreſentative Union being eternal, M. 
is entirely deſtroyed. For it is excceding remote | tha 
from all the Rules of Argument, to ſuppoſe that Pre 
Jeſus Chriſt repreſented the elect People as Mem- || eit! 
| bers in him, when he had no meaner — thau | the 
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ſo united. Neither could the Son of God repre- 
ſent the ele& Body in Eternity, if his human Na- 


ture did not then exiſt: For how was it poſſible 
that he ſhould as Mediator and Head of the Elec- 


tion, repreſent that Body before he had joined him- 
ſelf with human Nature, which Nature was neceſ- 
ſary to conſtitute him the Mediator? For, with 


| ſubmiſſion, the elected Head of the ſelect Body, 
| muſt firſt be poſſeſſed of that Nature, which was 


eſſential to his Mediatorial Office and Headſhip, 
before he could be an actual Mediator between 
God and Man, or could repreſent that Body which 
he was choſen Head of. 'The Unreafonableneſs of 
this Doctrine will appear by this Argument alſo ; 
viz. That if the eternal Election and Covenant 
did unite us to Chriſt, then allo muſt we have Exi- 
ſtence; or elſe it ſuppoſes that we had a well Being, 
before we had any real Being. And I am per- 


ſuaded theſe Divines may as reaſonably argue for 


our real Exiſtence in all our Parts and Faculties in 
Eternity, as for this Union which they ſo ſtre- 
nuouſly plead for, which this Author, in Page 29. 
tells us, is an Union of the whole Perſons, Souls and 
Bodies, of God's People to the whole Perſon of 
Chrift. Now how there could be a real Union 
(he calls it real in the ſame Page } of whole Per- 
ſons in Eternity, without their real Exiſtence, is a 
Myſtery of Myſteries. Thus I judge it is plain, 
that the Unions which this Author has, without 
Proof, aſſerted to be eternal, have no Foundation 
either in Scripture or Reaſon ; therefore muſt be 


the mere Fancies and Conceits of ſuch Authors and 


Preachers, 
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divine. This Doctrine ſuppoſeth that the eternal 
Godhead repreſented human Creatures, which 
| muſt be a grand Stride towards deifying the Crea- 
ture Man; and eſpecially when their Notion of 
eternal actual Union is joined with it, which could 


not be without the actual Exiſtence of the Perſons 
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Preachers, who are ſubject to amuſe themſelves and 
others with what they eſteem very profound; which 
N have no Bottom, and therefore muſt be 
_ 
2 HO ULD now have further proceeded to con- 
ſider what this Author hath ſaid with Deſign to 
rove that God did from Everlaſting take the fulleſt 
elight and Complacency in the Ele&, while in 
their Sins and Rebellion againſt him; but as this 
will give too great an Interruption to my further inclu 
_ proſecuting this their Notion of eternal Union, I fer u 
ſhall reſerve the Anſwer of that Part of his Book | that 
till I have done with this Subjet, to 7 
ISI AL t. therefore now conſider the Import of ¶ whi: 
ſome other Texts of Scripture, which the Men of or 
this Scheme are ſubject to imagine favour their ¶ whic 
fond Notion of eternal Union. Firft, that Text in ¶ our 
2 Tim. i. 9. where the Apoſtle ſpeaks of Grace ¶ and 
being given us in Chriſt before the World began; ¶ the! 
from which theſe Men argue that they was then ¶ our 
united to, or actually in Chriſt. But I hope to I /. 
make it plain, that this cannot have reſpe& to our ¶ ſprix 
Union with Chriſt when this Grace (intended in our 
the Text) was given; becauſe this Grace does evi- | Wo! 
dently intend our Calling, as will appear obvious I Cove 
by reading the Words: ho hath ſaved us, aud or a 
called us with an holy Calling; not according to our | treaſ 
Works, but according to his own Purpoſe and Grace, ¶ to al 
which was given us in Chriſt Jeſus before the World Þ Tex 
began, That this Salvation, which is prior to our or tl 
Calling, is to be underſtood of our being preſerved I be r. 
in Lite to the appointed Call by Grace, is not (as || plea 
I remember) denied by the Superlapſariaus; and de 
therefore I need not ſay any thing farther to it, but lodg 
contine myſelf to the conteſted Part of the Text | But 
only, viz. the Grace that is ſaid to be given us in I] and 
Chriſt before the World began. Here I conceive | we 
we are informed of the ſure Promiſe which the eter- I ſtill 
na} mor 


1 
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nal Father made to his Son, of the Grace that 
| ſhould be given to the choſen People to effect their 
Converſion; and as this evidently relates to our 
Calling, it may with as much Reaſon and Juſtice 
| be urged, that we were called in Eternity, as that 
we were then united to Chriſt. So that I under- 


| ſtand the very Meaning of the Words to be this: 


That God hath preſerved us, and called us, ac- 
cording to his own eternal Purpoſe, and the Grace 
included in the Promiſe which was made to his Son 


for us, before the World began. And I conceive 


that this agreeth with what this ſame Apoſtle writes 
to Titus, Chap. i. Ver. 2. In hope of eternal Life, 
which God that cannot lie, promiſed before the 
World began. This Promiſe I take to be the Grace 
which is intended in the Text now in diſpute ; as 
our Calling lays the Foundation of this Hope in us, 
and is (I believe) the Beginning of eternal Life in 


the Soul; which I take to be the Meaning of what 


our Lord ſays in John iv. 14. But the Water that 
I (hall give him, fhall be in him a Well of Water, 
ſpringing up into everlaſting Life. Therefore, by 
our having Grace given us in Chriſt before the 
World began, I apprehend: to be the Grace in the 


Covenant that was made with Chriſt in Eternity; 


or a {ure Promiſe that all needful Grace ſhould be 
treaſured up in Chriſt, to be conveyed from him 
to all his People. So that what is mentioned in the 
Text to be given in Chriſt, does ſtill intend by, 
or through him, or as given to Chriſt for us, to 
be reſerved in him as our great Treaſurer; For it 
pleaſed the Father that in him all Fulneſs ſhould 
dwell ; and it is of his Fulneſs, or the Fulneſs 
lodged in him, that we receive Grace for Grace. 
But it what has been {aid to this Point is rejected, 
and all the Scriptures which evidently prove that 
we are not united to Chriſt before we believe, will 
ſtill be conſtrued by theſe Men as intending no 
more than the Manifeſtation of what was in Eter- 
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nity ; then may it upon as good and ſuitable Founa 
dation be urged, that the human Nature of Chriſt, 
was in being from Everlaſting ; and that his being 
born of the blefled Virgin, was only the Manifel 
tation of his human Nature to Men, or a Decla- 
ration of what was ever in being. But what will 
the Conſequence of this Doctrine be? This wuſt 
render the Accounts which the Scripture gives us, 
of Chriſt raking Fleſh in the Womb of the Virgin, 
and being made the Seed of the Woman, a prodi- 
gious Farce. And yet the Conſequence of their 
Doctrine of eternal Union is not leſs ridiculous, it 
their Meaning is included in their Words: For it 
whole Perſons, Souls and Bodies, are united to the 
whole Perſon of Chriſt, which intends in the Unity 
of his two Natures; then muſt all thoſe whole Per- 
ſons exiſt, or the Union is impoſſible. And what 
Mr. Gill has quoted (in the 25th Page of his Book) 
from Dr. Goodwin, carries the ſame Meaning in it, 


if we may judge of the Doctor's Meaning by his 
Words, which is as follows: Ve were one with 


Chriſt before the World was; there is one way 
Union then Jeſus Chriſt in the human Nature 


\ cometh down and repreſents us, doth what we have 


to do here, is now another Way of Union. If we 
muſt not look for a Man's Meaning by his Words, 
then *tis not impoſſible but Mr. Gill might miſtake 
the Doctor's Meaning as well as another Man: 

but if Words is the Rule to judge by, then cer- 

tainly we muft underſtand that all the Perſons 

that were one in an eternal Union, muſt 

have a being then, and ſo the human Na- 

ture of Chrit muſt then exiſt; which correſ- 

ponds with what the Doctor ſays of Chriſt com- 

ing down in human Nature, which ſuppoſeth that 

the human Nature came from Heaven, as a former 

Inhabitant there, or elſe this profound Doctor 
ſhould have told us that Chriſt ſeſus came down to 

unite with human Nature, which would have pre- 
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vented his Readers ſuſpecting that he believed the 
Pre-exiſtence of 1t. : 

. 0bj. Bu T the Scripture informs us, that God 
declareth the End from the Beginning, 7/a. xlvi. 10. 
and calleth thoſe things which be not, as though 
they were, Rom. iv. 17. True, ſo he does; but this 
does not prove their Exiſtence. The All-wiſe Jeho- 
vah did declare juſt upon the Fall of our firſt Pa- 
rents, that though the Serpent or Devil had over- 
come them, yet that the Seed of the Woman, (viz. 
our bleſſed Saviour) ſhould bruiſe the Serpent's 
Head, or overcome the Devil. But was the Con- 
queſt gained when this Promiſe was made ? Or was 
the Battle then fought? Did it not refer to what 
ſhould be hereafter, and not what was then effe&- 
Jedꝰ Nay, was Chriſt then the Woman's Seed? Was 
there any thing tranſacted in the great Affair? Sure 
vo rational Man will attempt to affirm that theſe 
) things were actually performed, becauſe they were 
„actually decreed and promiſed : for though they 
þ | VEre as ſure to be done, as if they had been al- 

ready effected, becauſe the Purpoſe and Promiſe of 
7 Þ God ftanderh faſt for ever; yet neither the Pur- 


"decreed and promiſed, but the ſecuring the Per- 
8 formance of it, as a God of infinite Perfections 
2 hath contrived, and promiſed the Accompliſhment. 
ap And therefore he is ſaid to call thoſe things that 


really are. And I preſume that this Text ſpeaks 
löudly againſt the actual Exiſtence of theſe things, 
that are called as though they were; for the Text 
ſays that they are things that are not, that is, the 


they were, and not that they really are, or do 
exiſt. That this happy Union was decreed, and in- 
"| cluded in the eternal Covenant between God the 
Father and Son, I do firmly believe; but thar we 


P 2 were 


poſe nor Promiſe are the Performance of what is 


be not, as though they were, and not that they 


are not in being; for they are called as though 
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were then united to Chriſt, is not at all agreeable Ib 


either to Scripture or Reaſon, and I preſume nei. 
ther is, nor never will, or can be made appear: 
For, notwithſtanding theſe Men are pleaſed to tell 
us, that God's Decrees are Acts in God; yet cer. 
tainly they cannot be ſo groſly infatuated by their 
admired Notions, as to be rendered uncapable to 
diſtinguiſh between the Decree to do a thing, and 
the actual Performance of it. And for what Rea- 
ſon is this efteemed an Argument with them? What 
though we do acknowledge that God's Decrees are 
his Acts, yet thoſe Decrees do not give being to 
the things decreed. Is it not a ſufficient Anſwer 
to this ſhifting Argument, to inform them, that 
though God's Decrees are Acts, that yet they are 
no more than Acts of Decree, which is only the 
purpoſing, or fore-appointing the Being, or doing 
of the things decreed, and not the fulfilling the 
Decree : For it God's Decrees do give being to 
the things decreed, that is, if we were aCtuall 
juſtified, and united to Chriſt in Eternity, becauſe 
God had then decreed theſe things, while we were 
without any Exiſtence either of Soul or Body; 1 
cannot for my Life ſee, but by the ſame Parity of 
Reaſoning, our Souls were actually united to our 
Bodies in Eternity, becauſe God had then decreed 
this Union: For, with all due ſubmiſſion to theſe 
profound Divines, the purpoſing of this Union was 
an Act in God, as well as the other, and in order 
of time I judge muſt precede it; ſince it is unrea- 
ſonable to ſuppoſe that a Decree ſhould be paſſed 
for the uniting of Man to Chriſt, before the de- 
ſigned Favourite was delineated in the eternal 
Mind, and the Creature in all his Parts, Powers, 
and Faculties was decreed. To entertain any Opi- 
nion of God's decreeing to unite us to Chriſt, ju- 
ſtify and ſave us by his Merits, without a pre- 
vious Decree to create us, as conſiſting of Soul and 
Body, 
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Body, is to render the Divine Being as prepoſte- 
rous in his Schemes, as the Man would be that - 
lays his Foundation before he has contrived the 
Proportion of his Superſtructure, or choſen the Ma- 
terials that muſt compoſe it. It is therefore be- 
yond all reaſonable Diſpute, that the Creatures de- 
ſigned to enjoy this happy Union with Chriſt, were 
firſt contrived, and decreed by the All-wiſe Jehovah, 
to conſiſt of Soul and Body, e'er the Decree for 
their Happineſs could take place: And if ſo, then 
I apprehend that God's decreeing to unite our 
Souls to our Bodies (whereby to make us compleat, 
according to what he had formed in his wiſe eter- 
nal Mind) was as truly an Union in Eternity, as 
what theſe Authors contend for : Nay, and all the 
.Creatures and Means which God had decreed for 
Man's Uſe, might be ſaid alſo actually to exiſt ; 
for this Decree, to make the World for Man's 
Abode, and the Creatures for his Work and Food, 
and all the Means for his Soul's Good, whether 
for his Converſion, or Sanctification, in order to 
fit him for Glory, was an A& in God. Now what 
a fine new Scheme of Impoſſibilities will from hence 
ariſe, to amuſe this polite Age withal? And who, 
or what is he, that will be able to contradict, or at 
leaſt to overthrow ſuch profound Doctrine as this 
is, which hath fo fine a ſpeculative Foundation to 
ſupport it? And to conclude this Point, I could 
wiſh that the Men of this Scheme of eternal Union, 
would ſedately conſider the many Abſurdities that 
attend their Doctrine, and no longer amuſe them- 
ſelves and their Readers with theſe fond Opinions, 
which are as ridiculous as they are abſtruſe, and 
cannot anſwer any laudable End; fince it tends to 
fill the Mind with mere Vanity, and turns'the 
Converſation of Chriſtians to things vain and un- 
profitable, notwithſtanding they may fondly ima- 
gine that they profit hereby. And it is too evi- 


dent, 
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dent, that Sermons and Diſcourſes that are not turns 
ed to favour theſe irrational Notions, are deſpiſed 
by them as too mean and low for their Acceptance. 
So that it may juſtly be ſaid, that they are troubled 
with itching Ears, that cannot be ſatisfied with 
what is agreeable to ſound Doctrine; nothing but 
theſe airy and chimerical Notions, or what- tends 
to eftabliſh them, is reckoned Food for their 
Souls, which I am ſatisfied is no more real Soul- 
Food, than the Eaſt Wind. I cannot think it Pre- 
fumption to ſay, that this People imagine that they 
reap much Advantage from Preachers who have 
been long darkening Counſel! by Words without 
Knowledge. And from the whole it may be ſaid, 
that what Mr. Gil charges the Doctrine of Faith 
before Union with, will juſtly be fixed upon his 
eternal Union Scheme, viz. That *tis a moſt prepoſ- 
terous, abſurd, and irrational Doctrine. 

Ap now I purpoſe to return to what I pro- 
miled, viz. to conſider the Scriptures and Argu- 
ments which the Superlapſarians produce to eſta- 
bliſh their Doctrine of God's taking the fulleſt De- 
light and Complacency in the Elect from Everlaſt- 
ing, even all the while they are in Sin and Rebel- 
lion againſt him. And in order to ſet things in as 
juſt a Light as my Capacity is capable to do, I 
ſhall farther obſerve what Mr. Gill hath wrote on 
this Subject. I have already quoted what he hath 
ſaid in the 52d Page of his Book, of three Gifts 
and Inſtances of God's Love to the Elett before Con- 
wver/ion, which cannot be matched by any Inſtance 
or Inſtances of Love after Converſion. The firſt he 
tells us is the Gift of God himſelf to them; but 
this I have already proved to be a great Miſtake 
in this Author: for God never gives himſelf to any 
of the Children of Men, until they believe, as is plain 
from the whole Series of Scriptures that mention this 
great Gift. The ſecond Gift is the Gift of his _ 
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But I preſume that this will not appear genuine 
neither, if it be conſidered as worded in his Pro- 
poſition, which tells us theſe Gifts are given 7o the 
People of God, but in his Explication, he words it 
as Chriſt being given for them, via. to die in their 
room and ſtead, and ſo obtain eternal Redemption 
for them. But why does our Author recede from 
his Propoſition, wherein he tells us that theſe 
matchleſs Gifts (as indeed they are) were 76 the 
People before Converſion? But when he pretends 
to prove his Aſſertion, he tells us, Chriſt was given 


for them. Could he have proved his Propoſition he 


had certainly laid a ſtrong, if not an improveable 
Foundation for his Doctrine: For where God or 
Chriſt dwell, there is their Delight. Ia. Ixii. 4. 
John xiv. 23. Jeſus anſwered and ſaid unto him, 
if a Man love me, he will keep my Words: And my 
Father will love him, and we will come unto him, 
and make our Abode with him. Here is the Love 
of Delight indeed, but this is after Converſion 
and there's no part of Scripture, when duly conſi- 
dered, and compared with other Scriptures, that 
can give the leaſt Shadow of an Argument for their 
Doctrine. It was indeed the infinite and match- 
leſs Love of God, that gave his only Son to die 
for us, to obtain our eternal Redemption; and this 
ſurprizing Inſtance of Divine Love appears to be 
the Effect of the infinite Compaſſion and Good-will 
of a gracious and merciful God, by that known 
Text; John iii. 16. For God ſo loved the World, 
that he gave his only begotten Son (for what end) 
that whoſoever believeth in him, ſhould not periſh, 
but have everlaſting Life. His infinite Compaſſion 
to poor loſt Sinners was ſuch, that he gave his Son, 
to prevent their periſſiing in their Sins; and ſuch 
was his Good-will, or Love of Benevolence, that 
he gave his Son, to procure everlaſting Life for us. 
But this is not the Gift of Chriſt te us; for ſuch as 
have 
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have Chriſt given to them, have this eternal Life 
1 began in them, 1 John v. II, 12. And this is the 


L Record, that God hath given to us eternal Life; and 
\f this Life is in his Sen. He that hath the Son, hath t. 


Life; and he that hath not the Son of God, hath p 
mot Life. So then it is plain, that Chriſt is not a 
Gift to any of the Children of Men while they are 
in a State of Death, which is their unconverted p 
State; ſince this Text informs us, he that hath 4 
the Son hath Life; and he that is deſtitute of this 
Gift, hath not Life, or remains in Death. There- 
fore I conclude that our Author is miſtaken in this I ha 
Part of his Propoſition too. Er 
The third and laſt Gift before Converſion, our | |, 
Author tells us is the Gift of the Holy Spirit to , 
them, to convince of Sin, of Righteouſneſs, and of I 0 
Judgment. And here I ſhall take the Liberty to 
offer it as my Opinion, that this Gentleman has |} the 
aſſerted what he will find very difficult to prove, viz. il thi 
| That this is the Gift of the Spirit to them, ſince the I ma 
” Text informs us, that the Spirit is ſent as a Re- |} 
} prover of them, and not as a Gift to them; for I the 
judge that the Spirit is not given to any of the Ne 
Children of Men till they are converted, or at that ¶ ſav 
very Inſtant. And J am not doubtful but that I Ch 
1 this will agree with the Holy Scripture, and is in- Ch 
A cluded in the Text which this Author has Refe- || his 
rence to, in John xvi. 7, 8. Nevertheleſs I tell you ¶ by 
the Truth; it is expedient for you that I go away © || div 
For if I go not away, the Comforter will come unto as 
gou but if I depart, I will ſend him unto you. And hin 
when he 1s come, he will reprove the World of Sin, Spi 
and of Righteouſneſs, and of Judgment. From as: 
hence it is evident, that the Spirit was to be ſent I this 
as a Comforter to the Diſciples of our Lord, and a J Spi. 
"i Reprover to the World. And J am at preſent of || and 
18 Opinion, that we are here to underſtand that the he 
4 Holy Spirit which was ſent to the Apoſtles and po 
| - Diſciples 
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Diſciples of our Lord as their Comforter, was by 
them the Reprover of the World; which to me 
appears plainly couched in the Words of Scrip- 
ture above quoted, and is correſpondent to other 
Parts of Sctipture. The Apoſtle Paul was fent to 
convince Sinners, to open their blind Eyes, and 
turn them from Darkneſs to Light, and from the 
Power of Satan unto God; Ads xxvi. 17, 18. 


| And this ſame Apoſtle calls the Goſpel the Power 


of God unto Salvation; Rom. i. 16. And in Cor. 
iv. 15. he tells the Corinthian Chriſtians, that he 
had in Chrift begotten them thro' the Goſpel. 


Thus we ſee that Paul is ſaid to do that Work 


by preaching the Goſpel of Chriſt, which at other 
times 1s attributed to the Holy Spirit; and there- 
fore I judge, that this convincing Work is what the 
Spirit of God effects upon the Minds of Sinners by 
the Goſpel 
this Part of his bleſſed Work by Inftruments, in 
making the Goſpel preached by them effectual, to 
convince Sinners of the keinous Nature of Sin, and 
the Danger their Souls are in thereby ; and the 


Need of the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt, to juſtify and 


ſave them, Sc. And then I conceive, the Spirit of 
Chrift opens the Heart of the Sinner, and exhibits 
Chriſt to the Soul, which begets earneſt Defires in 
his Breaſt, for an Intereſt in this ſuitable Saviour; 
by giving the Soul Faith, as an Eye to behold the 
divine Love and Excellencies of Chriſt ; and then, 
as an Hand, or Power to lay hold of, and embrace 
him, as his only ſaving Friend: And now is the 
Spirit given them as their Comforter, or at leaſt 
as an Interceſſor, in their Souls. So that I believe 
this Author is miſtaken, when he tells us; That the 


Spirit is given to the Ele& before Converſion ; 


and I do not think it any Preſumption to ſay, that 
he has laid a falſe Bottom ro build his Notion 
upon, and has ſtumbled at the very Threſhold. 

Q THts 


preached, E9c. and fo the Spirit does 
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Tr 1s Author, after he has uſed ſome few Ar MW It 
guments, and made ſome witty Banters upon the d 
Opinion that he oppoſeth, (of which I may take IM V 
ſome Notice hereafter) is pleaſed to quote ſeveral th 
Texts of Scripture in Page 56. which are. intro- | * 
duced as follows: God's Love to his Son as Media- 6 
tor is an everlaſting Love Thou loveſt me, ſays be 
 Chrift, before the Foundation of the World. This | N 
Love was a Love of Complacency and Delight; for T 
Chrift as Mediator was from Everlaſting, then by Pc 
him, i. e. the Father, as one brought up with him, i 
and was daily his Delight, rejoicing always before I ® 
him; Prov. viii. 300 Now God loves his Ele ne 
with the ſame Love he loves his Son as Media- 1. 
tor. Hence Chriſt prays for the open and manifeſt {ta 
nion between him and his People; That (lays tal 
he) the World may know that thou haſt ſent me, ha 
and haſt loved them, as thou haſt loved me. From Bi 
which our Author infers as follows: If God If ©? 
therefore has loved his Son, as Mediator, from ha 
Everlaſting, with a Love of Complacency and De- 
light, and he has loved his Elect from Everlaſt- An 
ing with the ſame Love he has loved him; then th 
he has loved his Ele& from Everlaſting with a 1 
Love of Complacency and Delight. Thus far 1 ba 
have tranſcribed from this Gentleman's Book: || © 
And now I ſhall try if it cannot be made appear 10 
that he has unfairly inferred his Notion from this | r 
ſacred Text. I am apt to believe that he knows || im 
the Word as is of the comparative Degree, be 
and rarely intends an Equality; and therefore 1 of 
am perſuaded, that he will ſoon be made ſenſible 
that he has put theſe Scriptures upon the Rack: || 
ſince he well knows, that this Particle as is often 
nſed, when there is a vaſt Diſproportion between ple 
the Things or Perſons compared, and can only in- 
tend a Likeneſs, and that of a very minute or 
ſmall Degrec, As for Inſtance, when Jacob * lat 
is 
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his Brother Eſau, and found his Countenance 
clothed with Reſpect and Mildneſs, which before 
was filled with Anger and Fury, he ſays, I have ſeen 
thy Face, as tho' I had ſeen the Face of God; Gen. 
xxxiii. 10. We are alſo exhorted to be holy as 
God is holy; 1 Pet. i. 15. and perfect as our 
heavenly Father is perfect; Mat. v. 48. Now 
will any Man adventure to affirm, that theſe 
Texts intend more than a Likeneſs to God and his 
Perfections? Certainly no Man in his Senſes will 
or can imagine that Creatures, howſoever refined 
and exalted, can equal their Creator in his Holi- 
neſs, Goodnefs, or any of his divine Perfections. 
I am therefore ready to conclude, that theſe In- 
ſtances may ſerve to ſhew that this Author has not 
fairly treated thoſe Texts of Scripture which he 
has quoted with Deſign to eſtabliſh his Opinion. 
But if the above-quoted Texts are not ſufficient 
to diſprove the odd Conſtruction which this Author 
has put upon that Text in John xvii. 23. I ſhall 
cite two Texts more, which I hope will not leave 
any room for him to ſay that they are remote to 
the Purpoſe ; viz. John xiii. 34. A new Command 
I give unto you, that ye love one another [as] I 
have loved you. So Chap. xvi. 12. This is my 
Commandment, that ye love one another [2s] I have 
loved you. The very mentioning of theſe Scrip- 
tures one would think is enough to ſatisfy any 
impartial Reader, that the Text in Diſpute has 
been ftrain'd and forced beyond the real Meaning 
of it, and are ſufficient to expoſe the Unreaſona- 
bleneſs of his Argument which he has drawn from 
it, without my making any Comment upon them. 

I $H ALL now attend to what this Author is 
pleaſed to - infer from Prov. viii. 23--32. which 
treats of Jeſus Chriſt's taking Pleaſure in, and ha- 
ving Delights with the Sons of Men from Ever- 
laſting, or before the * was made, Sc. Tm 
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Part of Scripture I take to be the laſt Subterfuge 
of theſe Divines, and ſeems to ſpeak ſomething for 
them at the firſt View of it: But I hope to ſhew, 
that they greatly miſtake the real Import of this 
Part of our Bible, and that it cannot intend Chriſt's 
taking the moſt intimate, . ſweet, raviſhing Delight 
and Pleaſure (which he tells us the Word rendered 
Delights in the Original is expreflive of) in any 
of the Sons of Men while in their Sins, rebelling 
againſt God; for with ſuch Chriſt does not dwell, 
nor rejoice with them, or over them. We read i in- 
deed that God will rejoice over his People in their 
Church-State, but not in any unregencrate Sinner. 
I have already proved, that God does not dwell 
with, or in any People, till converting Grace hath 
made them mete for his Abode. And the Apoſtle 
Paul, in Epheſ: ii. 19--22. plainly informs us, 
that God's Habitation is prepared or builded for 
him by the Spirit. And it is very evident, that 
the Delight which Chriſt is ſaid to take in the Sons 
of Men, is in the Fore-Views of his dwelling with 
them. And I will adventure to ſay, that Mr. 
Gill's Tranſlation of the Word Delights, gives me 


the greateſt Reaſon in the World to believe, that 


this Delight which Chriſt took in the Fore-Views 
of his People, was of his dwelling with them, and 
in them, by his Spirit; ſince he tells us, that the 
original Word is expreſſive of the moſt intimate 


Delight, which intends the greateſt Familiarity. 


And] I preſume that this cannot be in their unrege- 
rate State, while unhumbled and ungodly ; for 


while ſuch, the Lord is ſaid to reſiſt them; James 


ir. 6. 1 Pet. v. 5. And howa reſiſting, and ſtand- 
ing at a Diſtance from the Obje&, is conſiſtent to 
the moſt intimate, ſweet, raviſhing Delight and 
Pleaſure in the ſame Perſon, at the "Game Time, 18 
hard to reconcile. Therefore, if the Lord does 


not vouchſafe to dwell in, or with an UNTESEnErate 


BNET, 
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Sinner, then conſequently he cannot delight in 
ſach ; for if he did, he would not keep at a Di- 
ſtance from them: But we are aſſured, that the 
Proud he knoweth afar off, (Pſal. cxxxviii. 6.) 
and ſuch are all unconverted Sinners, whoſe Minds 
muſt be humbled, before God will admit them to 
his Delight. And if our Election was to a Con- 
formity unto the Image of Chriſt, and he is ſaid to 
delight in the Sons of Men from Everlaſting ; 
what Man of unprejudiced Mind, could imagine 
that this delightful View which Chriſt took of 
them, was while they were moſt unlike to him? 
or that he ſhould take Delight in them, when 
wallowing in their Filthineſs, and bearing the de- 
formed and hateful Image of the fallen Angels, li- 
ving in Malice and Envy, being * and hate- 
ing one another? Tit. iii. 3. O! {ure this State 
is the very Reverſe to that which the Son of God 
viewed the Elect in, which gave him ſuch a pleaſing 
Proſpect of them, that he could ſay, his Delights 
were with them. Certainly then we muſt under- 
ſtand hereby, that this delightful Fore-View which 
the Lord Jeſus took of his | ark was in their re- 
generate and humbled State, with his own and his 
Father's beautiful Image impreſs'd upon them ; 


yea, doubtleſs, he in this View looked beyond the 


State of their Diſobedience, and beholds them 
beautified with Grace, even with a meek, humble, 
holy and heavenly Mind, metely adorned and re- 
fined by his Spirit and Grace, to be an holy Tem- 
ple for him to dwell with, and in them by his Spi- 
rit ; John xvii. 23. And I queſtion not but it 
was in this View that God the Father delighted 


in the People of his Choice; and therefore he 
fore-appointed them to bear the delightful Image 


of his Son, which they arc wholy deſtitute of be- 
fore their Converſion : For before the holy Spirit 
makes the Goſpel effectual to turn them from 
. Darkneſs 
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Darkneſs to Light, and by his divine Power hag 
made them willing to ſubmit to the Will and Plea- 
ſure of God, the Holy One of {/rae! cannot take 
Delight in them. But when they are made willing 
and obedient, by the gracious Work of the Spirit, 
and do wear thoſe ſpiritual Ornaments of Humili- 
ty, Faith, Love, Goodneſs, Mercy, Meckneſs, 
Sc. whereby they bear in their preſent Meaſure a 
Likeneſs to Chriſt their ſpiritual Head; then it is 


that God delights in them, and the Father and 


Son are pleaſed to make their Abode with them; 
John iv. 23. And I am nat ſcrupulous to ſay, that 
no Part of the ſacred Scripture, when juſtly conſi- 
dered, or truly compared with other Texts, does 


give us the leaſt Ground to believe that God did 


delight in any of the Children of Men ſhort of 


this View, and that the above-cited Text in Prov. 


Vl. 31. is to be underſtood in the ſame Light, if 
it does not refer to a farther View, which the Son 
of God took of the moſt perfect State of his Mem- 
bers upon Earth, viz. when the Kingdoms of this 
World ſhall become the Kingdoms of God, and of 
his Chriſt ; and the Will of God ſhall be done on 
Earth as it is done in Heaven ; Rev. xl. 15. Mat. 
vi. 10. It is in this laſt Senſe that I rather incline 
to underſtand the Text, tho' probably both may 
be intended. 1 8 44 -46 
 WHrar this Author has aſſerted in Page 58, 


and 59. of God's chuſing his People in Chritt be- 


fore the Foundation of the World, as an Act of 
Love, founded upon and ſpringing from his De- 
light in them, does certainly require more Proof 
than what he has produced, and I believe more 
than any Man is able to produce. It is ſtrange to 
me, if he is able to prove his poſitive Aſſertion 
agrecable to either Scripture or Reaſon ; ſince the 
Almighty choſc them to be Holy, and without Blame 


before him in Love: So that this early Choice of. 


them 
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them was not the Effect of his Delight in them, 
but that they might be the Objects of his Delight, 
when united to his Son; to which happy Union 
they were predeſtinated, that they might bear his 
Holy Image, and ſtand compleat in his Righteouſ- 
neſs, without Blame or Guilt before God. And I 
think that it hath been already proved, beyond all 
reaſonable Contradiction, that there is no Union © 
with Chriſt before Faith; and therefore no Delight 
in the choſen People before Converſion. 5 
Bur farther; This Author is pleaſed to inform 
us, that God's loving and chuſing the People of 


„ n "oy" 


Iſrael, was an Emblem and Repreſentation of his 
> ſpecial Love to, and Choice of, the true and ſpiri- 
l tual 1/rae] of God. Thus far he may be right. 
f But when he tells us, that this Choice of them was 
coving to his previous Delight in them, I preſume 
f requires more Proof than what he has quoted from 
n Deut. x. 15. The Lord had a Delight in thy Fa- 
1 thers to love them; and he choſe their Seed after 
S | them, even you above all People, as at this Day. 
f | I would willingly know what our Author can ſee 
8 in this Text, to anſwer his Purpoſe. Is he able 


to prove that the Fathers of this People were 
Enemies to God, when the Lord delighted in 
Y Þ them? For it is not ſaid, that the Lord delighted 
in this People, and therefore he choſe them; but 
that he delighted in their Fathers to love them, 
= | and he choſe their Seed after them; (and this doubt- 
ft If cls he did as a Token of his Love to them) which 
probably is the Meaning of that Scripture, Rom. 
xi. 28. As concerning the Goſpel, they are Enemies 


% For your ſake; but as touching the Election, they 
to are beloved for the Fathers ſakes. But if it can be 
- proved, that Abraham, Iſaac and Jacob, &c. were 


delighted in while in Unbelief, or Enemies to God ; 
ac | or that becauſe God delighted in them when Be- 
of, lievers, and obedient Children, that therefore he 
m delighted 


FY 
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delighted in their Seed when in Diſobedience and 
Unbelicf: then may the Men of the Superlapſarian 
Scheme urge this Choice of the People of Irael, 
as an Argument for their Cauſe, or otherwiſe it 
will afford it no Relief. 0 
I x is farther affirmed by this Author, that all 
the Favours and Bleſſings which God beſtows on his 
People in time, ariſe from his Delight in them A. 
his bringing #hem out of Darkneſs into Light, out 
of a State of Nature into a State of Grace, out of 
Diftreſs and Difficulties of every kind; ſpring from 
his Delight in them. For the Proof of which, he 
quotes Dal xviii. 19. He brought me forth alſo 
into a large Place; he delivered me, becauſe he de- 
lighted in me. This Text indeed proves that the 
Lord delivered his Servant David from his great 
and ſtrong Enemies, becauſe he delighted in him 
but it is far from proving what this Author de- 
ſigned, viz. that God delighted in David, or any 
& the Children of Men, whilft in Unbelief or Diſ- 
obedience. David was indeed a Favourite of Hea- 
ven, a Man after God's own Heart; and this Text 
is Part of the Song which he compoſed to celebrate 
the Praiſe of God his Saviour for the manifold 
Deliverances which he had wrought for him, in 
ſaving him from the cruel Deſigns of his great Ene- 
mies; as is plain in the two preceding Verſes. 
And the Title of the P/alm alſo informs us, that 
David ſpake unto the Lord the Words of this Song 
in the Day that the Lord delivered him from the 
Hand of all his Enemies, and from the Hand of 
Saul. Is this then any help to this Gentleman's 


inſupportable Propoſition 2 What, becauſe the Lord 
delivered David, a Man of Faith and Prayer, when 
in imminent Danger, and enlarged his Liberty, ſo 
that his Enemies could not touch him, to ſhew that 
he delighted in him; does this prove that God 
converts ungodly Sinners, becauſe he es in 
NOW 
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them before their Converſion? If he had ſaid, that 
the opening of blind Eyes, and ſoftening hard 
Hearts, and bowing the proud Mind, to ſubmit to 
God in the Method of his Grace, was the bleſſed 
Effects of infinite Compaſſion and Goodneſs, I 
know not who would have oppoſed it. But I per- 


ceive ſome Men will rather adventure to miſapply 


the ſacred Scripture, than their admired Notion, of 


God's taking Pleaſure in rebellious Sinners, ſhall ap- 


pear without a Foundation, I do not doubt but 
God's bringing poor Sinners out of the wretched 
State of Sin and Nature, into a State of Grace, is 
the Effect of his great Love, and in order to ren- 
der them delightful in his Eyes; but that he took 
delight in them before this change was made, is 
an unſcriptural and unreaſonable Doctrine. And 
our Author muſt ſee (if Prejudice does not veil 
his Underſtanding) that he has but a very ſlender 


Foundation for his Opinion, or elſe he would not * 


have forced the Divine Word ſo often as he has 
done; nay, he has produced a Multitude of Scrip- 


tures to plead his Doctrine, which cannot be men- 


tioned as Supports thereof, without an evident 
Violation of them. There are ſeveral Texts groſly 
miſapplied in the ſame Page, in order to ſupport 
his following Concluſion from the Premiſes, in the 
following Words: In a Word (ſays he) the whole 
Salvation of the Elect is owing to God's Love of 
Delight, with which he loves them; and then pro- 
duceth the following Scriptures to maintain it : 
Pſal. cxlix. 4. The Lord taketh Pleaſure in his 
People; he will beautify the Meek with Salvation. 
Jer. xxxii. 41. 7 will rejoice over them to do them 
good. Zeph. iii. 17. He will ſave, he will rejoice over 
thee with Joy He will reſt in his Love, he will 
Joy over thee with Singing. Now if our Author 
does not deſign theſe Scriptures to ſupport his O- 
| pinion 
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Pinion of God's delighting in the Ele& before their 
Converſion ; then there is nothing deſigned in his 
Concluſion that concerns the Diſpute : But if he 
ropoſed hereby to confirm what he has all. along 
been pleading for, then it is evident to a weak 
Capacity, that he has greatly perverted theſe 
Scriptures ; for I will adventure to ſay, that they 
cannot in any wile ſerve to eſtabliſh his Doctrine. 
But theſe Scriptures are deſigned to encourage 
the Hope, and ſtrengthen the Faith of the be- 
lieving Part of Mankind, as the People of God. 
Beſides, we no where read, that Unbelievers are 
called the Meek of the Earth, which the Lord ta- 
keth Pleaſure in, and will beautify with Salvation. 
(Certainly then this Author has greatly miſapplied 
this Text; ſince in the 3d Verſe of this Pſalm 
they are called the Children of Eion, and in the 
5th Verſe they are ſtyled Saints: So that he might 
with as good Reaſon have quoted P/al. cxlvii. 11. 
as a Proof of this Doctrine; The Lord taketh Plea- 
fure in them that fear him, in thoſe that hope in 
bis Mercy; as the Text which he hath quoted 
above. And for what Reaſon he has cited Jer. 
xXxxii. 41. and Zeph. iii. 17. is beſt known to him- 
ſelf ; for I am perſuaded that they ſtand remote 
from his Doctrine, and cannot be conſtrued to give 
countenance to it. It is Matter of Wonder to me, 
that Men ſhould be ſo byaſſed to an Opinion, as 
to force the ſacred Scripture, rather than yield to 
be guided by the pure Meaning and ſhining Light 
of it. It our Author has cited theſe Scriptures to 
{upport his Doctrine, then has he moſt egregioully 
abuſed them; but if this was not his Deſign, then 
does he as remarkably trifle with his Readers, 
who take it for granted that theſe Texts are pro- 
duced to maintain his former Propoſition, of 
God's delighting in the Ele& while in their rebel- 


lious 
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lious State. It may therefore be convenient for 
me to make a ſhort Remark upon them, to ſhew 
that they cannot intend any ſuch Thing. That 
Text in Jer. xxxii. 41. is a gracious Promiſe to 
a converted People, as is plain from the two fore- 
going Verſes, which read thus; And I will give 


| them one Heart, and one Way, that they may fear 


me = eder, for the Good of them, and of their 
Children after them. And I will make an ever- 
laſting Covenant with them, that I will not turn 
away from them, to do them good; but I will put 
my Fear in their Hearts, that they ſhall not depart 
from me. And then follows; Tea, I will rejoice 
over them to do them good. And that Text ing 
Zepb. iii. 19. is, according to my Underſtanding, a 
Promiſe of God's gracious Preſence to the Jews 
after their Converſion and Return to their own 
Land in Goſpel-Times ; for the Performance of 
which I wait with longing Expectation. And that 
this relates to the happy State of the Church when 
the Jews ſhall be converted, appears plain from 
the th Verſe to the Cloſe of the Chapter; and 
that it may be rightly underſtood by the Reader, 
I will tranſcribe the four Verſes immediately be- 
fore the Text, which read as follows: The Rem- 
nant of Iſrael ſhall not do Iniquity, nor ſpeak Lies; 
neither ſhall a deceitful Tongue be Fg in their 
Mouth. for they ſhall feed and lie down, and none 
fall make them afraid. Sing, O Daughter of 
Zion, ſpout, O Iſrael, be glad and rejoice with all 
the Heart, O Daughter of Jerufalem. The Lord 
hath taken away thy Judgments (or Puniſhments) 
he hath caſt out thine Enemy. The King of Iſrael, 
even the Lord, is in the Midſt of thee ; thou ſhalt 
not ſee Evil any more. In that Day of wag be ſaid 
to Jeruſalem, Fear thou not; and to Zion, Let not 
thine Hands be ſlack, (or faint.) And then fol- 
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lows the Text: The Lord thy God in the Midft of 
thee is mighty; he will ſave, he will rejoice over 2 
thee with Joy, &c. If theſe Scriptures have the re 
leaſt View ro God's delighting in any unconverted as 
Sinner, then I cannot ſee that it is poſſible for us . 
to know the Meaning of any Scripture-Prophecy, WW pi 
nor how we can judge when the ſacred Writings lie 
are falſly applied, or juſtly quoted: For if. theſe Ii Ci 
Texts, which mention God's taking Pleaſure in a 'T 
converted People, in. whoſe. Heart is his Law, Cc. th 
will ſerve to prove his Delight in them before Con- th 
verſion, where muſt we apply for a Rule of judg- wl 
ing what is Truth, or what is Error? And what ve 
will be the Conſequence of thus wreſting the Holy ve 
®*Scripture, but to render it ſubſervient to all Kinds I it 
of Doctrine, and make it ſpeak whatſoever the ¶ ſti 
Author pleaſes ; which is the direct Method to ne 
deſtroy it, as to a Rule of Judgment, and thereby D 
open a wide Door for all Errors to make their far- an 
ther Advances upon pure revealed Religion. w] 
I SHALL now return to make ſome Remarks | wi 
upon what our Author has ſaid in Banter, which of 
he has intermix'd with ſuppoſed ſtrong Arguments 
againſt the Oppoſers of his admired Notion of || gr 
4 God's delighting in the Ele& before Converſion. D 
Nt In Page 53. he is pleaſed to tell us, That the Di- th 
* ſtinction which is made of God's loving the Elect in 
while in their unregenerate State, with a Love of | ge 
| Pity and Benevolence only, but not with a Love | zh 
of Delight and Complacency, is an idle and ill- in 
grounded Diſtinction of ſome ignorant, trifling Po- |} 
piſh Schoolmen, which our grave Divines have been || lis 
fond of, and have uſed, when they thought it would | ip 
40 ſerve their Purpoſe, tho it is ſubverſive of the very | wi 
7k Nature and e of God. If this Gentle- 62 
1 man can prove this high Charge upon the Doc- C 
| trine which he ſo gravely banters, then MILE ta 
1 | | e 
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be may be allowed to continue the Ridicule with 
ö a good Grace; but otherwiſe it may very likely 
: return with double Weight upon his own Notion, 
| as what manifeſtly oppoſes the ſacred Scripture. 1 
8 will frankly acknowledge, that I have no high O- 
„ pinion of Popiſh Doctrines, and I am apt to be- 
s I lieve, that there is very few of that pretended 
e Church of Chrift are ſo remote from the groſſeſt 
a Tenets of Arminianiſin, as to allow what this Au- 
c. thor tells us came firſt from them. But if any of 
that Communion do eſpouſe this Doctrine, at 
- | which he is ſo greatly diſturbed; yet I ſhall not 
it very willingly part with it, becauſe ſome Men of 
very corrupt Opinions in other reſpects do believe 
is it. Neither ſhall I ſcruple to ſay, that if this Di- 
je ſtinction was firſt made by theſe Schoolmen, that 
o | nevertheleſs I do believe it ſtands nearer to the 
y | Doctrine of the Scripture than his Opinion de es, 
= | and will bear the Teſt of Scripture and Reaſon too, 

when his Notion of God's delighting in ſome Men 
s || while ungodly Sinners, will fall before the Light 
hof both. 1 
ts Bur I proceed now to conſider the grand Ar- 
of | gument which this Author has levelled againſt this 
n. Doctrine, in order to prove that it is ſubverſive of 
t- the Nature and Perfections of God, in the follow 
& ing Words; It repreſents him (viz. God) as alto- 
of | gether ſuch a one as ourſelves, ſubjelt to change; 
ve | that bis Love, like ours, alters, and by Degrees 
] increaſes, and from a Love of Pity and Benevo- 
- | /ence, paſſes into a Love of Complacency and De- 
28 | light, &c. Bur I hope that this Gentleman will 
/d | ſpare to cenſure on this Head, when he has truly 
ry | weighed the Import of his own Doctrine in Page 
e- | 62. where he is pleaſed to tell us, That Jeſus 
c- | Chrift tanding in two different Relations, and ſuſ- 
ly taining two different Capacities, was at one _ 
4 | The 
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the ſame Time the Object of his Father's Love and 
Wrath. As he was the Son of God, he was al. 
ways the Objefs of his Love and Delight; but as 
he was the Sinner's Surety, and while bearing the 
Sins of his People in his own Body on the Tree, he 
was the Object of his Diſpleaſure and Wrath, 
which he ſenſibly felt, and therefore ſaid, Thou 
haſt caſt off - g abhorred ; thou haſt been wrath 
with thine Anointed ; Plal. lxxxix. 8 

Now either this Author muſt deny that God 
delighted in Chriſt Jeſus as the Sinner's Surety, 
from his firſt Engagements to that Office, until he 
had paid the infinite Debt which he had contracted 
to pay; or elſe, according to his own Notion, this 
Argument of his will appear more liable to be 
charged with ſubverting the Nature and Perfections 
of God, than the Doctrine which he has ſo cen- 
ſured. For hereby God is ſuppoſed to withdraw 
his Love of Delight from Chriſt as our Surety, 
while he was paying the Debt for us; ſince our Au- 
thor ſays, that then he was the Object of the Fa- 
ther's Diſpleaſure and Wrath. So that here is a 
Change from Delight to the greateſt Diſpleaſure. 


And unleſs he diſowns that Chriſt is admitted ſince 


he paid the Debt to the Father's Delight again, 
(which I am perſuaded he will not) then the Com- 
placency and Delight, has reverted back to its 
former infinite Degree. Here then is one Change 
after another in this admired Argument, which is 
advanced with Deſign to guard againſt a ſuppoſed 
Evil; but inſtead of removing the Difficulty, it 
adds greatly thereto, and, according to this Au- 
thor's Opinion, muſt render it inſuperable. Cer- 
tainly it concerns a Writer of Diſputes, to examine 
well his own Opinion, and be well ſatisfied that it 
is invulnerable in that Point which he deſigns to 
wound the contrary Opinion in, before he — 

| his 
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his ſevere Attack upon it. If this Writer had 
taken due Care herein, I perſuade myſelt that he 
would not have cenſured the Opinion that he has 
ſo ſtrenuouſly oppoſed in this Point. But farther ; I 


judge that it is not impoſſible but what this Gentle- 


man is pleafed to eſteem the Subverſion of God's Un- 


| changeableneſs, may prove the Eſtabliſhment of that 


divine Perfection, as agreeing to the time which 
the Almighty in his eternal Purpoſe had fixed to 


| take Delight in his Choſen, viz. when united to 


his Son, and adorned by his Spirit with Grace. 
And this ſeems to be the intent of their being elect- 


| ed through Sanctification of the Spirit; choſen in 


Chriſt, that they might be holy?; and that they 
were predeſtinated to be conformed to the Image 
of his Son. This is the Language of the Holy 
Scripture, which points out to us, that God re- 
quires this Purity and Conformity, in order to ren- 
der them his Delight. And I do not think it any 
Preſumption to ſay, that the Almighty never pur- 


poſed to delight in any ungodly rebellious Sinners, 


neither will his Holy Nature admit of it. But our 
Author has all along been building his Doctrine of 
God's delighting in the Elect while ungodly, upon 
a Foundation equally as falſe and ridiculous as this 
is; in ſuppoſing that they were united to Chriſt in 
Eternity, and from thence he argues in Page 57. 
that it could not be otherwiſe than that God ſhould 
delight in them while in Unbelief, ſince they were 
always in Chrift as their Head. But if they were 


not united to Chriſt while in their ungodly State; 


then our Author's Foundation, for God's eternal 
Delight in them, is eternally loſt, yea, and his 


Ground for cenſuring the oppoſite Doctrine is loſt 


too; ſince this Doctrine fixes the time for God's 


Delight in them, where the Purpoſe of God ſeems 


to fix it, viz, when they bear the delightful 1 
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of Chriſt, or when they are united to him, which 
is not till they believe, as hath been already proved 


by almoſt innumerable Scriptures and Arguments. 


| IN Page 55. our Author quotes Ariſtotle, and 
informs his Reader that this Philoſopher tells him, 
that Benevolence is properly neither Friendſhip nor 
Love; and that no Man can be ſaid to love, who 
is not firſt delighted with the Form or Idea of the 


Object. But ts there no Reaſon to object againſt 


the Opinion of this Philoſopher 2 Does not our 
own Experience teach the reverſe? I would ask this 
Gentleman, if he never ſaw an Obje& whoſe mi- 
ſerable State engaged his Compaſſion, and diſpoſed 
him to ſhew Friendſhip, by aftording ſome Relief 
to the miſerable Creature, though there was no 
delightful Form in the Object, nor any thing but 
Miſery to engage his Kindneſs? What, is not that 
Love which diſpoſes one Man to relieve another in 
Miſery and Neceſſity? I admire how any Man can 
ſand againſt the Force of Reaſon and Experience 
in this plain Point, wherein all Men of common 


Humanity muſt be as good Judges in this Affair, 
as our Author's Philoſopher was. But he, to vin- 


dicate what this Heathen Philoſopher has wrote, 
tells us, that indeed he cannot ſee that to be Love, 
which is without any Delight in the Object; and 
attempts to ſupport this Unbelief with two extra- 
ordinary Compariſons, as follow: If a Man ſhould 
fay to his Wife, I love you well, I wiſh you well, 
and am willing to do you all the good Offices I am 
able, but at the ſame time I can take no Delight 
in your Perſon, nor Pleaſure in your Company; 
would not this be efteemed a Contradittion to his 
Expreſſions of Love to her © So if a Father ſhould 
ſay to his Child, Iwiſh you well, [pity you in what 


you do amiſs, and I defign to do ſomething for you, 


which may be for your good, but I can take ak av 
| | gl 
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light and Pleaſure in you as a Child of mine; what 


kind of Love would this be thought to be? Anſwer ; 


Why probably a Love of Compaſſion and Bene vo- 


lence: And as things may be circumſtanced, will 
be great Love too; and I am of Opinion, as great 
Love as any Man in the World is able to exerciſe, 
which ſome good Men, good Husbands, and good 
Fathers, have known to their Sorrow. But I de- 
fire that neither this Gentleman, nor myſelf may 
ever by Experience know what it is to have our 
Enemies thoſe of our own Houſe. But though 


we have not the ſad Tryal of wicked and rebellious 


Relations; yet ry we may eaſily conceive 
that a religious Man, who has a Wife that hates 
him, and companies with lewd Men, and by all 
her Behaviour ſhews that ſhe loves others better 


than her Husband, and this he is made ſenſible of 
from her Carriage and Confeſſion both; I deſire 


any Man of Reaſon to conſider whether its poſſible 


for him to delight in her, or take pleafure in her 
Company. Pity and pray for her he may, and 
do good to her, though ſhe is wicked and falſe to 
him; but to delight in her as his Wife, he cannot: 


And I am perſuaded, that no ſenſible Man, who 


is not byaſſed by Prepoſſeſſion, can admit it. And 
ſo likewiſe may the Caſe be circumſtanced in refe- 
rence to a Child, that the tender Parent cannot 


bei. ph in him. How many Children have ar- 


rived to ſuch a Degree of Wickedneſs, as to con- 
temn God and their Parents? How many good Pa- 
rents have had profligate Children, who inſtead of 
being the Delight of their Parents, have been their 


continual Sorrow? Whoſe vile Actions have filled 


them with inexpreſſible Grief and Shame? So that 
though they pitied them, and prayed for them, 
and wiſhed their Welfare both of Soul and Body; 
yet could not take — in their l £96, 
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Thus the ſorrowful Experience of many religious 
Parents, as well as others, does evidently diſap- 
prove the Opinion of this Gentleman and his Phi- 
loſopher. But what I eſteem the ſtrongeſt Evi. 
dence againſt the Notion of theſe Authors, is the 
Language of the Son of God, whoſe Advice to his de 
Followers is, That they ſhould love their Enemies, t 
bleſs thoſe that curſe them, do good to ſuch as hate 11 
them, and pray for thoſe that deſpitefully uſe them, rl 
and that perſecute them; Mat. v. 44. Now I wil I lt 
return this Author's Queſtion unto himſelf. What Pr 
fort of Love does he think this to be? Sure he can- 9 
not once imagine that this is a Love of Compla- Sf 
cency and Delight; for I judge it will be a very I. 
difficult task, to prove that any Man can delight W 
in the Company of ſuch as they know to be their P* 
Enemies, and that uſe them with envious and ma- *? 
licious Language, and perſecute them with Rage and th 
Spite. Where is any Record that informs us of a 
Man's delighting in his known Enemies? or, that ſa 
its our Duty to love them with this ſort of Love? ae 
Therefore this Love which our Lord does in this ſa 
Text exhort us to, cannot be any Degree above a] 
Love of Pity and Benevolence; in pitying them as e/ 
in a State of ſpiritual Blindneſs, Hardneſs of Heart, *? 
.as Enemies to God, in a diſmal and dangerous 
Condition, as they are running in the broad Way ſu 
of Sin, and thereby risking their own eternal Sal- d. 
vation. So likewiſe we have the Love of Benevo- © 
lence, in a very evident Manner expreſſed in the It 
Text which exhorts us to do good unto our d 
Enemies, and to pray for them. If this is not the *. 
Love of Benevolence, I know not what the Love 9 
of Benevolence is; for here is doing good to them, tl 
and wiſhing well to them, or elſe the Prayer is de- C 
ceitful, and not fit to be called Prayer, but a mere 
Mocking the Almighty. The Philoſopher then 


was 
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was egregiouſly miſtaken, when he tells us, that Be- 


| nevolence 1s neither Friendſhip nor Love. But far- 


ther: I can't help obſerving how undeſignedly our 
Author has wounded his fond Notion of God's de-. 
lighting in ſome Men while ungodly, by his won- 


| derful Compariſons, which were probably deſigned 


to ſhew that his Sentiments are all of a Piece, and 


| nicely conſiſtent with each other, ſince the Compa- 
| riſons are made between Perſons in the neareſt Re- 


lation, as Husband and Wife, Father and Child; 


| probably to ſuggeſt to us his firm Belief of God's 
owning the Ele&, while in their Rebellions, as the 
Spouſe of Chriſt, and his beloved Children; which 


I have already proved falſe and ridiculous: and 


| what he has ſaid in the Concluſion of his firſt Com- 
| pariſon, proves his Opinion, of God's delighting 


1 af Doran 
in ſome unconverted Sinners, to be falſe too. And 


that this is apparently included therein, will be ſeen 


by reading that Compariſon, viz. If a Man ſhould 
ſay to his Wife, I love you well, and am willing to 


do you all the good Offices I am able, but, at the 
ſame time, I can take no delight in your Perſons, 
nor Pleaſure in your Company; would not this be 
eſtee med a Contradiction to his Expreſſions of Love 
to her © I have already ſhewn that the Caſe may 
be ſo circumſtanced, that it is no Contradicion to 
ſuch Expreſſions of Love. But if this Gentleman 
does eſteem it ſo, why does he plead for God's 
delighting in the Elect, in their ſinful and rebel- 
lions State? and yet muſt acknowledge, that he 


- does not take Pleaſure in their Company, nor 


vouchſafe to dwell with them. Nothing ſure can be 
plainer, than that God is pleaſed to dwell with 
them in whom he delights: So that unleſs this 
Gentleman will undertake to advance and main- 
tain another novel Doctrine, viz. That the Holy 


| Majeſty of Heaven does dwell with, and take Plea- 


S 2 {ure 
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ſure in, the Company of theſe Enemies of his, 
his Doctrine muſt fall before the undeſigned Light 
of his own Argument. | 
Tx vs I have gone as far as I at firſt deſigned, 
in examining the po gti. N Doctrines; and 
have endeavoured to confute them by Scripture 
and Argument. Whether the Performance has an- 
ſwered the Deſign which I propoſed hereby, I ſhall 
leave to the Judgment of all impartial Readers. 
AN Þ now, for a Concluſion, I do beſeech and 
earneftly intreat the Authors and Preachers of theſe 
Doctrines, that they will take ſpecial care leſt they 
7 ſhould miſapply the Holy Scripture; and alſo that 
ir they would be exceeding cautious of fixing their 
|| Opinions upon the Leadings of the Holy Spirit, by 
retending that he is the Author of them; leſt here- 
y they ſhould make themſelves highly culpable, 
and grieve the Holy Spirit, by calling him the Au- 
thor of their great Miftakes. It muſt certainly be 
+l an high Affront to the Bleſſed Spirit of all Truth, 
. to be repreſented as the Patron of falſe Notions: 
1 And if all Men was careful on this Account, I ſhould 
hope to ſee more Unity among true Chriſtians, and 
a more juſt Regard paid to Divine Truth, and 
more of the Zeal, Power and Spirituality of Reli- 
gion; but while Men will adventure to fix their 
airy and chimerical Notions upon the Leadings of 
the Divine Spirit, no wonder if he ſhould be pro- 
voked thereby, and withdraw from the Churches, 
as is to the Grief of many experienced in this Day 
of abounding Errors and Sin. Converſion-Work 
"a is almoſt ſtop'd ; and how ſhould it be otherwiſe, 
7 when converting Doctrines are laid aſide, and the 
4 Preachers are leading the People after their own 
fond Conceits, and every Text muſt be ſtrained 
5 to ſpeak their imaginary eternal Truths, which 
43 has ncthing to ſupport it but trained Comments, 
1 | al 
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yond the Bounds of Chriſtian Charity and Mode- 
ration? But if they would carefully attend to the 
Preaching which was uſed by Chriſt Jeſus and his 
Apoſtles, in order to ſhew the Neceſſity of Repen- 
tance and Faith, and the Danger of Impenitency 
and Unbelief ; I ſhould hope to ſee more Charity 


among Chriſtians, and a greater Succeſs of the 


Word upon the Souls of Sinners. I have been 
often afflicted, to hear ſome Miniſters in their 


preaching uſe all the Arguments poſſible to inform 


r Sinners that they can't repent ; which I judge 
is a wrong Method, and what does not become 
their Miniſtry, who are obliged to exhort Sinners 
to repent in Chriſt's Name; Lake xxiv. 47. But 


I never yet heard any thing in their Preaching 


that tended this Way; but rather to inform them 
what they can't do, and what they ſhall do if 
elected, not what they muſt do or periſh. Bur, 
to my Grief and Surprize, I have heard a learned 


Preacher in a crowded Aſſembly ſay, Every elett 


Sinner here ſhall be called ; God will call you all. Now 
is this agreeable to what that Scripture ſays ; Heb. 
iii. 7, 15. To Day if you will hear his Voice, har- 
den not your Hearts. No certainly; for this ſort 
of Preaching rather informs Sinners that to-mor- 
row may do as well, and that they need not be ſo- 


licitous about Repentance and their Soul's Con- 


verſion; for God will call them in his own time. 


But probably I may be accoſted here in the Lan- 
guage of the learned Author before quoted, in Page 
| $9. That this is legal Repentance, and therefore is 


not to be valued and regarded, and to exhort 
to this kind of Repentance is low and mean Stuff”; 
too mean for, below, and unworthy of a Miniſter of 


the Goſpel. I am forry to find this Author fo poſi- 
tive on this Point; for I am afraid that hereby he 


reflects 


and a flaming Zeal, which often carries them be- 


ETC 
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reflects greatly upon the Preaching of John the 
Baptiſt, and alſo upon the excellent Preachings of 
1 us Chriſt and his Apoſtles, who preſſed their 
earers to Repentance, by exhibiting the Terrors 
of God's righteous Judgments againſt ſuch as re- 
fuſed to hear and receive their Words. Thus 
preached John the Baptiſt, Mat. iii. 10. And now 
alſo the Ax is laid unto the Root of the Trees; there. 
fore every Tree which bringeth not forth good Fruit, 
is hewn down, and caft into the Fire. Thus alſo 
preached our Bleſſed Saviour, in Luke xiii. 3, 5. 
T tell you, nay: But except ye repent, ye ſhall all 
likewiſe periſh. And thus preached the Apoſtles of 
our Lord; 2 Cor. v. 11. Knowing therefore the Ter- 
ror of the Lord, we perſuade Men. Now if I ſhould 
ask the Men of this Scheme, whether the preach- 
ing of theſe Terrors is a likely Method to produce 
evangelical Repentance or not ; I am apt to believe 
that they will readily anſwer, No. Then certainly 
the Preaching of Chriſt and his Apoſtles was de- 
ſigned to beget in their Hearers, in the firſt Place, 
a Senſe of their wretched ſinful State, and that 
they have by their great Sins and Tranſgreſſions 
expoſed themſelves to the juſt Diſpleaſure and 
Wrath of God, by great and frequent Sins againſt 
his holy and righteous Law, which condemns them 
as the Violaters thereof. And this I imagine will 
not be allowed any more than legal Repentance, 
which is effected through preaching the Terrors of 
the Lord, againſt the Violaters of his holy and 
righteous Law. I would therefore ask them, if 
this was not the firſt Effect which the Preachers 
of the Word had upon their own Souls? and 
whether they were not brought to ſee their loſt 
State and Condition hereby, as actual Tranſ- 
greſſors againſt God's Commands, and therefore 
deſerving of his hot Diſpleaſure? and that * 
| Tack 
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* WW their Souls were diſtreſs'd by the Knowledge of 
f their Guilt and undone Condition, if the preaching 
. of the Word by the ſame Miniſter was not made | 
S as healing Balm to their wounded Souls, when | 
2 Chrift was preaching as an able and compaſſionate | 
$ Saviour, and that he died to redeem them from un- ſ 
y der the Curſe of God's holy Law, which cenſures 
7 all Tranſgreſſors, and that he has procured Pardon 
5 for them by his Blood, and that he will heal the 
0 broken in Heart, and bind up their Wounds ; 
7 that they are ſuch as the Word deſcribes to be un- 


der his gracious Regard, whom he pities, and com- " 
f paſſionately invites to his Arms of Grace and Mercy | 
/ Mat. xi. 28.) where their burdened Souls ſhall 
d find ſweet and ſpeedy reſt, Sc. And now I judge 
— is the time when the greater Degree of Repentance 
e is produced in the Soul, when from the believ- = 
e ing Viewscf the dying Love of Chriſt, and the free 
ly and gracious Pardon of God through the Bleſſed 
= B® Redeemer's Blood, the Soul is melted into Tears 


e, of Joy at the ſurprizing Grace of God, in pardon- 
at ing his great and numerous Sins, and the moſt en- 
ns dearing Love of Jeſus, in dying for him. And now 
id Po and Sorrow ſcem to work together in the Soul: 
ſt oy, that God has pardoned through the peace- 
m making Blood of Jeſus; and a real hearty Sorrow, 
1 that he ſhould fin againſt ſo gracious and merciful 


, a God, and wound ſo dear a Redeemer, by his 
of Unbelief and actual Sins, which he now looks upon 

| as the Cauſe of the painful Sufferings of his Saviour, 
if and therefore mourns over them, hates them, and ! 
rs | ſccks and prays for their Deſtruction, Oc. | | 
No w therefore I will appeal to the Conſciences 
oft of theſe Men, if the firſt Uſe of the Word preach- 
n{- ed was not the Diſcovery of their loſt State, as ac- 
Ire tual Tranſgreſſors againſt the holy Law of God > 


ca And if this was the Method God was pleaſed to 
(ly | take 
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take with them, and is alſo agreeable to the Effe& MW © 
which the Word had in all the ſeveral Ages of I ” 
Chriſtianity, why muſt thoſe Miniſters that preſs IM * 
the Neceſſity of Repentance from the dangerous „ 
State that unconverted Sinners are in, only as the \ 
firſt Uſe of the Goſpel, be repreſented and cen- 

ſured as unſound and legal Preachers; ſince the p 


have the Example of Chriſt and his Apoſtles in 
this great Work, as well as the Experience of 
Chriſtians of all Ages? What Reaſon can be aſ- 
figned, to ſhew that Sinners are grown ſo ſoft and 
tender now, that the melting Language of the 
Goſpel is moſt likely to impreſs their Minds ? Is 
their Stubborneſs leſs now than in former Ages of 
the World? Are the unconverted Part of Man- 
kind grown ſo ingenuous, that Mercy and Grace 
does now work kindly upon them? O, no, I 
fear not! IT am afraid Sinners are as hard-hearted 
and inflexible now as from the Beginning ; and 
that there is as much Reafon to make uſe of the 
Word as an Hammer to break their ſtubborn [8 
Hearts, as in any Age of the World. And I am 
ready to believe, that in all Ages of Time, legal | 
Repentance did precede what we call evangelical 
Repentance ; and that God in infinite Wiſdom 
does require it, as neceſſary to Forgivenefs, in all 
capable Beings. And I conceit, that unanſwerable 
Arguments may be advanced, to prove that legal 
| Repentance muſt be wrought in the Soul, in order 
to Faith and evangelical Repentance, which I eſ- 
teem a Fruit of Faith. And if I ſhould be called 
upon to ſhew my Reaſons for it, I purpoſe to prove, 
that it is agreeable to the whole Tenor of the 
Goſpel, and may be defended even from the Con- 
verſion of Paul, the Thief on the Croſs, and the 
Goaler, whoſe Converſions were the moſt ſudden of 
any inſtanced in the Scripture, and therefore w_ 
ten 
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I tend to ſtrengthen the Proof of ſuch ſort of Preach- 
e ing as J am contending for, and which Chriſt Jeſus 
| and his Apoſtles uſed. And yet J am far from be- 
lieving, that theſe ſudden Converſions, or any real 
; Converſion of Souls, is effected · by the Power or 
e Will of Man; or by any Power ſhort of the infi- 
nite Power of God, which only can produce this 


) WW faving and ſpiritual Change. And therefore I con- 
Aude, that the Repenrance which Mr. Gi allows 
Sinners may be exhorted to, ſtands more remote 


from the Power of the Creature, than the Repen- 
tance which he will not admit an Exhortation to, 
but calls it low and mean Stuff. But as mean and 
low as he, and others of his Opinion, are pleaſed 
to eſteem it, it appears evident from the Scriptures 
above cited, as well as many other Parts of Scrip- 


8 ture, that our bleſſed Lord and his Diſciples did 
not eſteem it unworthy of their Miniſtry. And 
d therefore I ſhall adventure to give this as my Opi- 
d nion concerning Preaching, viz. That unleſs ſuch 
as arc imployed in that great and important Work 
n ol preaching the Goſpel, do exhort Sinners to re- 
F pent, and preſs the Neceſſity of it from the Con- 


ſideration of their dangerousState, as Tranſgreſſors 


of the holy and righteons Law of God, and the 
$ Neceſſity of Faith in the Lord Jeſus Chriſt as the 
"1 atoning Sacrifice ; that they cannot juſtly ſay, that 
0 they are clean from the Blood of all Men, or that 
1 they have declared the Counſel of God, but have 
; for the ſake of their own unſcriptural Notions 


| - wittingly ſhunned it. For this is his Counſel or Ad- 
d vice, that Repentance and Remiſſion of Sins ſhould 


5 be preached in Chriſt's Name among all Nations, 
G which Doctrine was to begin at Jeruſalem ; Luke 
2 xxiv. 47. Accordingly the Apoſtles, in obedience 
47 to this Commiſſion, did begin this Doctrine at 
1 5 Jeruſalem, 


; Ne d afterwards preached. it in many 
Nations remote from thence, which was bleſſed to 
the Converſion of great Multitudes. And if the 
Miniſters of. this Pay will alter the Texture of 
this Goſpel, and negle& to preach and teſtify the 
Neceffity of Repentance towards God, and Faith 
towards. our Lord Jeſus Chrift, (without encou- 
"raging their Neglect herein, by telling them, that 
if they are elected, they ſhall repent and believe) I 
am greatly afraid that ſuch Neglects will be at 
their Peril. 5 OA ng: 1 
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